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Office Meman*—. # • united s ^ernment 

TO «THE DIRECTOR DATB:Karch ij., 19^5 



FROM 



•dbjbc^ectjritY' INVESTIGATIONS AT KEY FACILITIES 

Bufile " , ^ ^ 

■* >.■■=;. *."<•' i '• > -/ - • * •' - { gr"**- * '- v /si IS. !..-— 

By letter 2/21|/55# Los Angeles advised of a form letter 
proposed by the/Huehes Aircraft Company, Culver City, California, 
to be directed to 3ureau offices concerning present or jpossiole 
Hughes employees, Los Angeles advised that and - 

& ~^- - - ■• , "both w "were the origmacmg 
officials at hughes and asked 3ureau opinion. You noted J Be 
I certain our L.A. Office is fully aware of . background. 
I has reportedly been involved in a number 01 inciaenus 

' detrimental to Bureau interests since his resignation 6/17/35. 

No such reports have been received of The form letter 

1 proposed is undesirable on its own merits since tne purpose 10 
J would serve is, under the ^Delimitations Agreement, ^ ohe Primary 

ITJAo-nons^b^Iity 01 bac Oi'fioc or L>peci£..»- i**vCGT;igaw--~~w , ,» 
United States Air Force, wtiicti nas security responsibility afc^ 
Hushes, The form proposed by Hughes appears to be motivated oy 
" an effort to circumvent the OSI and allow Hushes to refer matters 
directly to the FBI in the nature of a "fishing expedition" wmca 
would leave us open at some later date to a comment by .lugnes 
that they "had referred the matter to the FBI. In actual 
practice the form oroo>sjd amounts to a name checK and ^ would force 
the offices receiving it to go to time consuming administrative 
procedures. 

ACTION : 

A letter to Los Angeles is attached. It- furnishes 
information regarding . and advises the Special Agent in 
Charse that he should tell Hughes representatives (1) niat thw 
form letter cannot be accepted by the FBI and (2) tnat trie beso 
interest of all concerned will best be served through continued 
"coordination with 031 which has security responsibility at Hup:, 
Aircraft Company. . 
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Office MePWtwnudm • united st.™ overnment 



TO 



ROM 



DATE: March 7 j 195 
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•object: SECURITY INDEX __2 
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Re Executives Conference memorandum dated March 3, 
1955, posing additional factors to be considered in connection 
with individuals to be placed or retained on the Security 
Index* A memorandum is being prepared to the Attorney General, 

. and under date of March 8, 1955, raising 

this question* It will probably be a week or more before the 
Attorney General affords us a reply* 

Meanwhile the field is engaged in the review of 
the Security Index cases and inasmuch as the proposed additional 

[factors will materially Bffect the recommendations by the field? 
it is suggested that the field's review be held up pending advice 
from the Attorney General on these additional factors* If we permi 
I xne field review to continue, it will be necessary for the field 
to re-evaluate many of the cases, thus causing real duplication. 

I have discussed this with who agrees that 

we should consider temporarily discontinuing the review in the 
field until we receive a reply from the Attorney General* If 
the Director agrees, it is recommended that the attached teletype 
be sent to all SAC 3* 
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Office Memorandum- • united states government 

ro = Director, FBI »«* ^^ *» 1955 



FR 1 



OM : SAC, Pittsburgh 



SUBJECT: SUGGESTION PROGRAM 

On August 28, 1952, the following suggestion dated August 27, 1952, 
made by ° , was forwarded to the Bureau by this office. 

^ ■ . , u 
"SUGGESTION RS'SECURITX INDEX - 

"The following suggestion is being submitted for consideration under the 
Suggestion Program. 

"SAC Letter No. 2, Series 1951, dated January U, 1951, Section E, outlines 
the present procedure of typing a complete description and affixing a 
photograph, where available, on the back of the Security Index card to be 
filed in the Geographical Section. 

"The suggestion is being made that the descriptive form as taken from 
F^-166 (vhich form is used in compiling the descriptive data to be typeo 
on the Security InJex caiJ) be printed on a jxC card by the Bureau, leaving 
a space for the stapling or taping of subjects photograph. This card, 
after being filled out, will be stapled to the back of the Security Index 
No. 1 card to be filed in the Geographical Section. Thereafter when cnanges are 
made on the front of the Security Index card and a new Security Index card 
is received from the Bureau, the card containing the description and the 
photograph would merely be restaoled to the new Security Index card, 
completely eliminating the process of retyping the description on the new 
card and minimizing the possibility of errors in the description and also 
preserving the photograph, which becomes mutilated from constant restapling 
or re taping to a new card. It will be noted that the Pittsburgh Office 
alone has 365 Security Index subjects and receives approximately 10-1? new 
and corrected Security Index cards a week on which, under the present 
procedure, the complete description must be typed and photograph stapled 
and it is believed that the above-suggested procedure would save con- 
siderable clerical time. The above will also insure uniformity in all 
offices and uniformity in description in the transfer of Security Index 
cards to new offices of origin. X 

"It is also suggested as an alternative, that the proper headings as taken 
No. 2 from Form FD-1S6 be printed on the reverse side of the Security Index card 
by the Bureau. When the Security Index cards are thon received in the 
V Field Office it would only be necessary to fill in the descriptive data, 
f thereby resulting in a saving of about half of the time required to type 
the headings and the description, on the card. 
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Letter to Director 

-If neither of the above suggestions is approved the Bursau is requested 

on\o the back of a 5x8 card which will be stapled to the back of the 
Security Index card. 11 - 

Bureau letter dated September 5, 1952, to " .... _ ^™f£iw 

SAC Letter #5^3 dated Kosher 9. ^Wj^Bmm - 

No. 1 suggestion from the same letter • 

has never received any acknowledgement of the 

by the Bureau, 



advice is requested. 
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Ojj:c2 lA^iiyra. ■ ' ~-:-y t ,i - united siai^.oov^.^..* 



TO 



WOM 



DATS 



. March 9, 1955 



tUBjECT: /SEC OR 122 ILTCaKAIilS A2ZD SOUECSS 

QF IUFC?.yATI-(2I «■ LiEVEAIIIlO 
IDENTIC 123 Or 
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SAC Letter 55-7, Section N, dated February 1, 1955, . 
instructed the field that "The identities of persons which 
can be revealed nust be reveaied «o ,T la the attaches 
memorandum from to dated February 25, 

1955 referred to the recommendation that the 

fiela 1 be instructed to include a statement on the administrative 
page of Security of Government Employees and applicant-type 
reports to the effect tint careful consideration had been 
given to each concealed source, and T syn.bois vera utilized 
in the resort only where essentialo pointed out 

that the requirement for such a certification in each report 
will keep the- matter of revealing all possible sources in 
our reports continuously in the mind of the reporting Agent 
recommended that an SAC Letter be sent tn i-^.e 
i field requiring thuV'certif icati on not only in Security of 
Government Employees and applicant-type reports, cut m all 
types, of reports wherein security informants ana sources of - 
information have been concealed, as the certification feature 
is as""desirable in all types of cases as in Security of 
Government Employees and applicant-type cases. 

noted that such an SAC Letter should be 
sento Th-j Director approvec this action Q 

Attached is a proposed SAC Letter instructing that 
Uhe above ooiicy requiring the certification on the &dminis« 
Jtrative page/of" reports be Immediately placed into effect in 
Ithe follow Lig type cases: 

Security of Government Employees; 3 

* 'V Loyal Uv of Employees of the United Nations '/- ' ^ ^ '• 
^nd OthW- ? ?ubiic international Organisations 

Applicant (excluding Bureau applicants) and 
Related Investigations 

Security r.:id Espior.apo-Type Investicat lor.s 
Attachment"-* •'£ >>-''- SIT' 
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. fflll -t strive to obtain the perils, 
derogatory cUta, out- 
sources, 
repor 

of the inters- ~ f~fornation. 
may depend on tneir --*- 



d SAC Letter emphasis t^t h-, --*-- 
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. it is recognized that to »one^^; ecei -- 5 ln 
office will utill» in «s report tafor ^^ e 

the past by other eld of ces^ir ^ fUes c ,ntaln 
of those offices; tterefor-,^ & _ 1t=1on peraralnE .ne_ 

suffic: 

conceal 

be nec< 

its curri 

concerned In order ;^r o ^the~ informant or sour 

concealing the identic o. *ne vc . ljld rjiv 

was previously concealed. 3-c a a Us ^^g ,:,e 

r f q £ed cS^iSa °« tSS administrative pa g e of its 

current report. 

ir- TTQi;s ' ... ^ .... v-- v,pn annroved 

The attached proposed 5 ^ o ^^; t i^"' intelligence 
by the investigative Division, ** ^« D , vtsl0I1 . ^.^ 

^l^dliandhoor changes vili be prepare. 



Ox, 



IN 



■!'■ 'i m i i -T " — ' — i f M ■nil ' '"! 



-Pfihwn 



(^A/K^oCKU^ 



I fr fa i i ' ■< .. "» ■ V " 



OfilCC lAsiUOiandttril • united states governmfm 



TO 



Messrs. Jf^S^f^Soci^ 



rr^^B^e^ 



«$»*• 



. -r**-^ -_irui ?r ■>irff* 



date. /larch 15, 1 «5: 
^7 ^*- 



subject: 



JUSTICE DEPAP.l'iT^iT PLANS IN EVEJT 

of roM)s/ : :i ope:; hostijjttss 
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In preparing .for a third deprrtnsnt-r:! conf^r^.Ka o:i 
the above subject (diite to he cet later) I hc.v$ cet forth*" belov 
the 6tr.tus :>f the dept-vtricntsl progrcs, &s r.eported c-t .-i'ur firsi 
meeting en February 7, 1955 ani at ovx neccid'-r -etiiif- -mi -torch _, 
1A, 1955. I.:" r^v. find say ituLCcv.rs.cies or osilssions oie-.sc V 
t advise jie. ' .'-, 

• f*-r \ 
1, £t atr:3 of Portfolio. <^ aM 

!->'., i^\l' W£ th^ee sections of the portfolio r.re noArin.'- co.vlatior 
/V^A vi^V^— e ^ the- direction of Mr. Ford r.f the Office r«f L'jgsl (V^fsI. 
'.j/\.f*- * -?- CGaip^ctio:) *?d ap.jrovr.1 by ;d.l interested ^re.cieu vithin 
4".^ \ \l-- || ti;e -sp^^t-^t, the ril '.i.Id "e givsr. ■uhreo copies, one t3 1:^ 
f * helc at; it-s'he-:d charters here in' the hepi.rtaent of Justice, one 



e.t Cuaxrtici*, -no one at Little Feci:,'- Arkansas. " 

be he.]^ ir;. the Attorney General 1 * S^fo in hie cfiice, 
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me 



r*?.:K irfl>i . 'c^r^v 



the office- scfe iii the Offic.p <^ T -o.?fi r. 



'.e o* L,egrj. Lovmsei. 



I 



"~ranT "i 



i in ii in ' 



1 * ' ' ' 



v".L •-/// 



\)ti££-C^?C£0 



ij.v : 



{•' *»£»£/ '-J 4 



! ) .'■ 



r; •:'■*?■<: '•■ 



Sl'njKCT: 



h> 



\> 






v ]- y (*>) Chinese on Security Inf\ sx. 



■ K.J. 



I«Tifrati:.n varp^tfc f-r 01-.1r.oBft ncn-citlzenc on security 
index h:ve tscn signal fr- .. _ ena arc ^. ~~ c — u: ^ ^ ^ 
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I FBI, end ell ins tractions to the ?*BI as to eto. 
• event of an esnerg<mcy hcve bean issued* 

is to report on the rafficimv 
on \*-ich- these i-.r a gratis varrrjits .\i:r t»3 uecx-. 
| included in this -roup, the FBI is intensifying cr.vere^e. 



V;-.-3 le£al b: Cis 
V. the citizens 



(d) Ko-:i-ChiK8Se on the Security 
Ck>-r-unij^Chinji 



Index v.ho ere sy^ 



the tic to 



.• '" Those vbo ,re indued in tid£ ^^. ^f B l" covers o: 
United State,, are cities oi Ua au 
then ir •-«i'«: Intensify 
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*\ * °-- :: ^ ce °{ LsCal C -— 113 ' 1 is ^ report on stctiiL" jf instrrctlc- 
letter froa At. to me;-- d :.er I ii the director of the ^TT. d ;^d "'•'ril 
*7 9 19p3 re rnplea&nTiir: - the aw eher.sion, .:d^ r;s£->-c:. its'; eel wwe 
provisions ->;: Lhe Pherf^cy /jeter.tio.i Prosraa. Mea: i* il<^the ~ 
Attorney GenerfJ. in hoi :.in/. r proporec' revision o^ til-se ^ "■-:•- 
prepared by the Internal Security* II vision, " " 
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Director, FBI 



JUSTICE DTc'hP.TIZH? PLAV5 IN VY$VT 
OF FOTiliCSAfi OFZll HOSTILITIES 
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(b) Ch.neie on Zzcnritjj Index 

' rffl . ny , .. In y0liT co-z-urncailori of reference. you noted that 
Immigration warrants signed by 
Attorney '" 



Deputy 



rVl ?n i, VI ali . ar l ln t he C "**°*V Q f M* bureau and thai 
all instructions to tms Bureau as to steps to be taken in t-e 
event of an emergency nave been issued. 

At our conference on March 14, last, General 
special Assistant to the Commissioner, Immigration and 
izczion service, famished you :.->ith a n^cra^a^ A • nU 



-Va tu ral 

the Ifr.riigration ana naturalisation oervice had raised a Question 
as to the legality of the warrants no* in the Dos/cAion C 
aureau covering 35 alien Chinese on the ttcuritl I n £l. ° 

You 

this &urea:i i. 



•us 



Wl 



i±l recall tnat I advised you at that ti;-ie t? <- 

..,. iU J , .. reacy to proceed vita this nr^m™ v« • " 

~-o.» v .-jo ui uccior.s previa. .sly rer.ri.no* ■,-,.- ----I .. r 

shouia ccc-ir the ->e C t day, t-is B-trlw'^ulTlo 'Ue.id ' ~*r arrest 

these aliens. I urge vast strongly that an 
with respect to the legality of 
the enrlie st Dos?.ible 
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existing 
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y questions e.-i 
S£ warrants :■? re t>. oln*>d at 
trm ,„p^ ,- + V. ' ate Cna T,hai v '~ 13 bureau be aavised in 

exist. necessary to cnange the pla.s which presently 



. , „ Jith regard to the United States 
racial ^riym who are on the security Index 
advise you t\at cases on these individuals 
Bureau's currant attention. o; nce it iQ .,„ 
these bnited states ciziscna will be taken 
of an over-all ener^ency, intensified cowr 
:oill be instituted in tne event of lormoaan 
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(d) jfon-Chinese on the Security Index 

Who Are Sympathetic to Communist China 

At our afore-mentioned conference on March 14, last, 
I advised you that a list of 13 non-Chinese on the Security 
Jhdex who are sympathetic to Communist China had been compiled. 
This list is being maintained in a current status and nans a are 
being added to or deleted from it as developments and circumstances 
require. In the event of Fomosan open hostilities, I will 
immediately furnish the then chrrent list to you and will at 
that time intensify our coverage of these subjects. 
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.Umce Meff/ra/ulum'' unitf.d '.atjis c;o_ynRNMi:\i 

TO ■ " " DATt: March 16. 1W > 



FROM 






f ^>rao9»n Open .« 



I «a adding to the agenda for our tiiljv departed tal i 
conference on the atove subject (date to be set later), \ cUscussijon 
of- the pro^ran for a. prehension ana ?etention n^ r^rsor... coaei.i*r*fcL; 
potentially dangerous t.-> the national defense and public .---.fety J^ 
of the United States. 

Mr. Torapkins ':.:.a serviced ne that elthcuvr^the Internal 
security Act of 1950 provides for the detection by fr* Attorn or 
[ r-ieneral of "eac^: person 1-3 to fho;:, there is .recison:.^ ground *o 

Nsv • r^bfOLiere that such person probably vill eng::pe in, o^'-probably *vill 

""conspire vith others to "en^a^e in acts 01 esi iona;e it s-btne^e^ 
dfevertheless this statute is not relied upon as thej^it ♦";■ r the 
_.above-ii:-aed prC'-ran. -■.-.the:.- the legal basis or" -•<?* -:»ro>-rar. 1? 
^constitutional rover to suspend £}»•» pririle^e *:f tij vrit of hcVc«» 
Tsorou*- ^"i + -:-'-. > oroyruu: concc into effect uuly a^xm such suspension. 
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J The Director of the FBI is oroposir>; new criteria for 

placing, and retaining , ii.ciTiuuals i:; the security index, -.-Tiich, 
to a great extent, Unit rs.u zaodify the standards vhich h-ve pre- 
viously been nede available to the Departnent, He points out 
that laaau arrests un^ei ti is :r^fren \*mld have a cat^r* rsniic 
effect upon the public 2nd that his -eoc^end^t.vr i- a^ccl, t 
lenst in part, m th? fact that th^ ' Department of Justice is 
unable for finsncial *eacons to pas 8 upon each crse in France 
of a national emergency. ' 

A copy of the proposed r.rv criteria has been sujnitted 
to Mas? vs. Fofrers and Tjxpkins arid X a-* sending ay co-*- &- Sv r. 
Rankin hi*r<rwith for his reviev jpidjor- to our depf-rfcaentai ia^frtiag. 
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Office M.etJ2orandu?7i • united states government 



TO 



DATE: 2/15/55 



FROM 



Executives Conference 



•ubject: SUGGESTION $26-55 

MADE BY SA j 

. BUTTE DIVISION 

O -./ , . ,-. J! 

SUGGESTION : - " " — "-^/ ' -~"' " ' " '' " " ^ta ' ' 

Jt is suggested that descriptive/ pre sently typed on back of 
'Security index cards by the field Office be typed instead on a separate 
card and securely attached to the Security Index card by stanles. 
When a new Security index card is received for the same subject, and no 
changes are necessary in the information going on the back of the card, 
the separate card can be removed from the old Security Index card and 
attached tc the new Security index card. Present procedure is to rezype ■ 
descriptive data on back of each new Security Index card received. 

ADVANTAGES : 

The suggester states that the adoption of this suggestion will 
result in a savings of clerical time. 

None noted by suggester. 

OBSERVATIONS : 

SAC Butte, recommend s the suggestion be adopted, 

pointing out that he believes considerable savings on a Bureau-wide 
basis can be effected. 



SAC Baltimore, states that he feels tha 

suggestion were adopted it would prove economically beneficia 
Bureau, particularly in the larger offices and in those o ffic 
there are frequent changes in Security Index data* 
^out that the savings of time which will result will not be re 
^Lt the time a Security index card is changed for the first ti 
will be realized on subsequent changes of the same card; the 
of the added data will make for a more bulky Security index c 
* and will .further effect a little more difficulty in handling 
recommends adoption with the proviso that it not be 
on a project basis but only at such times as change? are made 
Security Index card, . 
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points 
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handled 
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SAC # Washington Field Office, feels the suggestion 

i8 a good one and recommends that no project be undertaken to prepare ■' 
5x8 cards containing this information but that the cards be prepared 
only at the time the change has been mad^e on one of the security index 
cards. . k " 
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D ^ C9SS mn-Id te ?znsa--, sector- ^ca'/w it yov.Id re** *>i <? 5ecL?ri t 
Index too bulky; the staDles would tear 
result to employees in the stapling 
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S4C Xew York, advised that h 

this suggestion as do ASACs and _ of his office. 

The New York supervisor <nho handles the Security ir^iex and -one cleri 
employees who perform the actual work of making changes on the cards 
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agreed that adoption of this suggestion -<; ui _ 
The few York Office make s__ab out fiftvcha-oo p° r 
Inde x~~cTrzTI "z n z^ ___ ' __ fs ti maTFs ~zh i's sugge s t i c n 

tKe~Tive~of a' jU&Jiical employee. The increasea t : - . •„ 
Uo^^Thowever. reauir^~ne-adaitional cabinet for storage purposes. 
SAC , also' pointed out that in addition to the Y" me _A°L Ve ^ in 
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typing the description, the wear an 
occasioned by constantly removing >« , - 
well as the time required. The retyping^ 
cation on many of the cards takes mo-~ 
„ T , / j +>iis zzoiild be el im.inat ed if this ?:'~ 
sugge sttu. tnau zne t; nar.yeo vc , j i -j-..- -•-- - 

one should be a gradual process; i.e.. p ■ ~ -■- -- ■ _- . 

'it next oeco/nes necessary to tt.c.Vs a change on that particular card. 
also desired the Bureau to .furnish the field with cards printed witn 
the necessary data now printed on the back of Security Inaex cards. 
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The Bureau presently ha 3 26,502 S?c:.r\ 
Mechanical Section advises that it woi Id cost :;^ 
\mprint'ihe nece_ssary_descripiive headings on ^r 



the reverse side. This 

same printi ng _ job co u Id 
i3 de^med_heav\i_enough'to serve the < uu.uu*^ 
Thfuse of bond paper would provide a less bul,<y 



1e plain on 
cards. The 
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cost includes the cost o 

be produced on bond pare 

purpose, fur a total^cos 
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b lects. 



two cards are fastened together, but possibly would not be ji 
in view of the fact the description is to be stapled to a ,>e 
time one is received. The present cost of S*™? tvIriezCa 
U.63 ver thousand. The above qupted__cost_of .27,500 cards b 
descriptive headings amounts to 9.. 21 ,er ^.o,..-- 
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previous sraaESTio ::: 0R 7Q£ - h 

A similar svgaestion was made on August 28, 195-., by 

Memorandum from ' *° ,-■. da ^ 

that the views of the Domestic Intelligence ^vision and 



9/23/52, 
the 



states 

New — - - 

unanimously opposed to the suggestion 



York and Philadelphia Offices were solicited and all were 
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EXECUTIVES CO'rFiPFrCE CCXSIDERATICi.' : 

The Conference of 2/14/55. composed of Messrs. 
re comae tided unanimously favorable • 

If uou approve, attached is an SAC Letter and appropriate 
manual changes to put thi3 suggestion into effect. Also attached 
is a letter to employee Zoeller advising him of the adoption of 
his suggestion, y?\X#A 
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(F) INTERVIZV/5 OF SUBJECTS OF S^xmTTv t^^^^^^,,,, . 
immediately, in-p^vi-w- ^h-; ... 7- Vr ;^ : : * -^~~^-^ , ° — effective 

are not included in the." S^a^itv^;d^^>^^CrL^!! S ^ gatloi ? s whn 

o" P ;^. 2: : r? L3 evici ence - former membersnlD in a basic""r--i i u ^V,tL :;:'"• 

torn;.v"^nerai r in^ V fpL^c ! ^ Su ^^ r3 fy e 6 ^ oup ^ clted ^ the At- 1 """ 
rea-i^ cSli irffnln Mh hl "-, C f paclty Unle33 there are specific 
dlsiraole* * d ^ in ^d why an interview, in a. particular case may 

3/29/55 

SAC LETTER NO, 55-26 /^•■L-: . ^ _ -, 
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Ojfe Memorandum • united states government 



TO 



DATBjsnuary 2 0, 1955 



FROM t 



iubject : SCCrRI£lL JHZEYj CARDS 
Bufile 

' SUGGESTION NUMBER 26-55 






Attache 
Butte Office prop 
on the reverse si 
instead on sep'ara 
Index cards thexns 
Index cards are r 
removed from the 
new cards. It is 
descriptive infor 
as a result of ch 



d is suggestion* number 
osing that theses crip 
des of Security Index 
te cards to be attache 
elves. Under -his sug 
eceived from, the Sure a 
old Security Index car 
stated that this proc 
nation when new cards 
ances in residence or 



26-55 originating with the 
tive data presently typed 
cords in the field be typed 
d by stapling to the Security 

gesticn, when new Security 
u, the separate cards may be 
c.s fcr reattachment to the 
e dur e wi 11 ' e 1 ixnina te re t yp ing 
are forwarded to the field 
employment. 



This particular suggestion has been studied previously 
by the Bureau, most recently~ss suggestion number 39l>-52 which was 
considered unfavorsblv as noted in- memorandum to 

of Seotember 23, 1952. These principal objections were 
noted* (1) the additional clerical time consumed in a field 
division in handling the Security Index cards under the present 
procedure is nominal even if descriptions have to be retyped each 
time changed cards are received; (2) the stapling of a card 
cortaining a description to the back of each Security Index card 
v n the Geographical" Section of the Security Index would double 
their physical si^e; (3) after the proposed separate cards are 
used and handled repeatedly their physical condition would 
ceteriorate, and (k) the possibility also exists that in handing 
multiple changes In Security Index cards in the fie la erroneous 
descriptive data might inadvertently be stapled to the cards oi 
the wrong subject. 

It will be noted that memorandum of 9-23-52 

reflected the results of inquiry of the Philadelphia and New 
York Offices. The Philadelphia Office advised that such stapling 
torocess was unsatisfactory because it made the Security Index too 
bulky, the staples would tear the cards, ana injuries coula 
"result to employees in the stapling Process. Comments of the 

. . ... - . ..: *. h those of 

I urn. 



"result to employees in trie stapxins: aroc^a, u< 

y Hew York Office were identical L^/raw^t a:\cc wit] 

** Philadelphia, according to ^nVAoranai 






In view of the foregoing considerations the 

" remains definitely opposed 
to the suggested procedure. 



RECONi-ElTDATION: 

That this memorandum be referred to the 

to advise that this Division definitely 
opposes adoption of the attached suggestion. 
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JNITSD STATES DEPARTMENT OF JU5TICB 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



EMPLOYES SUGGESTION . ,:'' /~) / **'" - -' 

V Date March 14, 1955 

Tos Direct o r, FBI Attention: Tra i ning and Inspe ction Division 
From; _Special Agent 



Field Office or Division - New York - ^ 

SUGGESTION; - ■* , / • ./ , . / 

The attached form is being recommended as a substitute 
for the cover letter presently in use in those instances where 
an SM-C interview has been authorized and the results of interview - 
are being forwarded to the Bureau in report form. * ; 



Its advantages are; 

1) Will streamline processing by Statistical Section 
SOG as well as by field supervisors. 



\ 



2) Will reduce dictation and typing time in field. 



It should save at least % jinknOMli- annually, 



^ l^Lt** ? ^ ^ nitftd StatCS 0f my s ^Sg^3tion shall not form the basis of a 

* * a.*** tt/rr ? any MtUre by me ' my heir3 ' or assi ^ s u P° n the ^ited States. 

^ f^U^juJt jrtf** . &£&• *£s., /Z~- * COPl Es DESTRnw 

/\U sVH.lo^J *x/S7/*T ~^njuuJ - J^ ^. J^ 

\A £ er *° ' ,+ °, ' *** C ~ /XSigFx^ture of Su£ie7bo7) 

Comments and recommendation of Supervisor, SAC, or *WisUnt director:'' 
While the suggestion does have advantSgk'Pri^ 9 ^ streamlining stand- 
point, I think the responses to interviews are varied and we^should 
give tlf responses to interviews exactiy-as they~appear. I therefore 
believe that we should continue to subnet these letters in narrative 
form and I do not recomnjend th3 3uggo$tid>n be adootetf'. s ,\ 



£pecial S^ent_ in ghdrfto 
1 i( Title} 

I PERM i-'iT.-R? 



^*7AM0A»»0 FORM NO. *« 



y " Office Memorandum . united stai -s governs: 

to : Director, P.B.I. DATE: 



FROM : SAC 



SUBJECT: 



Enclosed are the original and 



. U iJ _ C3 O l *J j. v> - -'— ■ 



report of SA __dated at " 

Date of Interview: 

Place of interview: ( ) Residence ( ) Bureau Car ( ) Street 

( ) Other (Specify) 

Interviewing Agents: 

Cooperative: ( ) Yes ( ) No 

Furnished Information re others: M ( ) So 

Will Testify re others: ( ) Yes ( ) No 

Information furnished in substantial agreement with known 
data: ( ) Yes ( ) No Reasons: 

PSI or CS potential: ( ) Yes ( ) No 

Request authority to -eccntact for PSI or CS purposes: i ) 7e: 

PD 122 submitted ( ) Yes dated ___ ( ) No 

Remarks : 



End: 

- / 
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STAHDAMO rami m.9* 

Office Memorandum • united states government 

datb: March 18,1955 

TO 1 

/ 

ROM * 

fOTjEcr: SECURITY INDEX " _ 

» 

During the past week 11 cards were added to 
the Security Index and 7 cards were cancelled, a net 
increase of 4 card3. 

The Security Index count as of today is 
26,629. 

ACTION : 

None. This is for your information. 



II ■ I III I ■■■•"T 



■NWCMMD ffVUi NO. M ,-v-— /O 

Office Memorandum • united stat.'/ government 



TO 



i Z7J£ DIRECTOR 



datbj Iforc/i IIjI955 



ROM » 



^ 



iUBjECT: SECURITY INDEX 
Bufile 



/ 



i 



y 



2%tf following is a report on the statu* of the 
Security Index since the last count was furnished to you 
on February 11, 1955. 



Week of 



February 12-18 
February 19-25 
February 26 - March 4 
March 5-11 



Mew Cards 

Added 

20 
43 
9 
11 
83 



Cards 
Cancelled 

6 
13 
70 

73 
162 



Met 

Increase 

14 
30 

(- 61) 

I- e2 \~ 
f- 79) 



During The above-mentioned period there was 
a net decrease in the Security Index of 70 cards. 

For your information, during the preceding four- 
week period 159 cards were added and 52 were cancelled* 
a net increase of 107 cards. 



26,625. 



The Security Index count as of today is 



ACTION: 



This is for your information. 



Ei: MAR 22 1955 



— ■ "J 



ADDENDUM: 3/14/55 - If the revised Security 
Index criteria are approved by the Department, the i^ \ 
application by the field is exoected to conaiaerabltf 
reduce the Security Index count upon resumption of 
the review of these cases. We asxed the ^P 07 *^^* 3 
approval of the revised criteria by letter of 3/9/55. 
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j Office JtyLewwranduTn • united states government 

TO i datbj March Ik, 1955 

' - ( 

, ^fUBjBcr: DELINQUENCY IN SECURITY.. INVESTIGATIONS 

1 SYNOPSIS ; 

Each month we follow the field closely on the status of security 
work by analyzing the backlog of pending cases and delinquency in Espionage, 
1 Internal Security, Security Hatter and foreign intelligence cases in 
classifications 65* 100 and 105« Status of these cases as of February 28, 
1955* is set forth herein. 

Pending active matters in the entire field in the security 

I classifications increased somewhat from 22,878 to 23,118. Delinquent 
mat.ters,.J.nareased from 6,806 to 7,227 with the resultant over- all \ -.;;" 
statistical increase from 29*7 per cent to 31.2 perj^ent. The delinquent 
[security cases in the Njj^XorklSSSLc eTnc r e a s"e dTr om i~,629 to 2,2j.3l, 

Cx i-/oxAvj.j.xi.<=s clOuXwO mauOcu. o xii uiid l^v/Vj v/xaouAxloaUxwii awuX uaoou jlj.a uuo 

INew'York Office from if, 373 to If, 613 and the delinquent items in this 
classification increased from 1,332 to 2,075 or statistical delinquency 
of kl± 9 9 per cent. 



i Considerable improvement was shown last month by the Los Angeles 

and San Francisco Offices. Although only a slight reduction was made in 
{pending active cases, Los Ane:el->3 reduced delinquent items from 900 to 610, 

, ia statistical decrease from 39 per cent to 26.5 per cent. San Francisco 
reduced both their total oending active and delinquent ..case figures from .•" 

1 1,5814- to 1,U03 and from 70I4. to only 326. As a result/ San Francisco ! s 

(security delinquency dropped fr^rn 49 per cent to only. 23 per cent as of ^ 
February 28, 1955. 

Letters are being sent to the large offices indicated by asterisks 
'. on page ij. and to the smaller offices indicated by asterisks on page 7 herein, 
i commenting upon their delinquent condition and pointing out the necessity 
j of bringing their security cases to current status. 

1 / r ( / (J 

j RECOMMENDATION : / \ 6 

The field will continue to be followed closely regarding security 

! Bufile 



rf-nr 



rr i MBTi ; i r ii— m ii n ii 



mo 



•[delinquency and you will be advised of the results of the review of the 
(March, 1955, administrative reports. 



; DETAILS : 

Since December, 1951, we have been following, on a monthly basis, 
the twelve field offices having a large proportion of our pending security 
' work and since March, 1952, all offices. We have written letters to trie 
twelve offices and to other offices where progress in reducing the backlog 
of work and delinquency has not been satisfactory. 

I- The February. 1955* administrative reports from all offices 

"•wNfn c ~* fu a f +^2 total T}endin fT active masters it? the classifications 65? 

* lOcTand 105^ increased somewhat from 22,373 to 23,113. The delinquent 

' items increased from 6,806 to 7,227, which represents a statistical increas 
of from 29.7 per cent to 31-2 per cent. 

The following statistics reflect the status of pending work 

* lincluding both T>ending°active and sending inactive matters and delinquency 

for all field divisions as of December 31,. 1951, and the progress for the 
[last four months: 

TOTAL PENDING MATTERS 
CLASSIFICATIONS 65, 100 and 10$ 
ALL FIELD DIVISIONS 

.'• Classification 12-31-51 11-30-51*. 12-31-5k l-?l-gg 2-23-55 

65 i,3il± i»°35 i»o5o 1,017 1,000 

100 32,812 22,1*19 22,075 21,790 21,8l|.0 

105 2,895 3J+93 3,565 3, ff6 .3,681 

Total 37,021 26, %1 26,690 26,363 26,521 
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TOTAL DELINQUENT MATTERS 
CLASSIFICATIONS 65, 100 and 105 
ALL FIELD DIVISIONS 



Classification 12-31-51 11-30-514- 12-31-51l 1-31-55 2-28-55 



137 186 



6 5 525 170 136 
100 22,513 6,018 5,890 5,969 6,210~ 
105 .1,71? 120 621 . jgo 831 



Total 2i|.,762 6,918 6,697 6,306 



7,227 

. . , rp* 16 following statistics reflect the total of pendl^r, « r -* V o 
Ja^ua^ 3l"l9s|? Cy ^ percenta ^ e of delinquency of all" offices "since 

classifications 65, lOO and 105 

ALL FIELD DIVISIONS 

Data t J Bnd ^. Delinquent Percentage 

DB.ze Active Hatter? ?/«*-*-*-»- 



>linauent 



1-^1.^*5 



ilolg g.033 10.890 t:f 



*"< U "2 J 22,100 9 ; 120 fii \ m p 



11-30-53 g 8J |;|g g-Jg 

w -g S:S m | : l 



xM P-™ $ 3 3 i 3 :i 

H"3°-^ 23,179 6,918 IqP 

I'll'U 22,873 6 806 fo*?^ 

2-23-55 23,118 t 22? 29.7^ 
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Status of Security Work in Twelve of the Larger Off icea 

, ^ < . The followln S statistics reflect the progress of the twelve 
larger offices we have been closely follcwinr since December, 195i # These 
offices have approximately 80 per cent or the total Securitv Index cards 
65, 100and P 105 5nta " a ° f thQ P8nding WOPk and delln q^ncy in classification 

- STATISTICS FOR TWELVE OFFICES 
SECURITY INDEX COUTH? AITD FOR 
65. 100 and 105 MATTERS 



Office 

* New York 

* Los Angeles 

* San Francisco 

* Chicago 

— »*• w w A >rf ^. w 

Philadelphia 

* Newark 

* Boston 
Seattle 

* Cleveland 
New Haven 
Minneapolis 



Security 
Index Cards 
2-15-55 

7,lSi<. 
^,21^2 
2.3ltf 



Pending Active 
Matters 
1-31-55 2-28-5$ 



Percentage 
Delinquent 
1-31-55 2-28-55 



1 -5<0 



1,211 
927 
68? 
681 
680 
532 
531 



5.S90 


6,120 


21.1% 


4o.5£ 


2,301 


2,296 


39.05? 


26. $# 


1,584 


l,i|.03 


lj-9.05? 


23. 0# 


1A87 


1,481 


1+9.05? 


SkM 


965 




*t3*w<» 


i4-O.V/t> 


915 


969 


22. 0# 


25. 0g 


1,090 


1,078 


29. 0# 


35.5£ 


701 


658 


26.0?? 


28.05? 


365 


373 


21. 0# 


23.0^ 


536 


515 


26.05? 


32.05? 


517 


487 


36. o£ 


25.6$ 


311 


lj.26 


18.05? 


10.05? 



- - Total 21,921 16,662 16,771 
I * Letters being sent to offices indicated. See pane 8 herein. 

N«« y«-i, n^° Ve ?" an , Sta 4 3 ^ ic3 f 2 r the •!•▼•« offices other than the 
New York Office since Au S ust 31, 1952, are as follows: 
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Pending Active 


Delinquent Matters 


Percentage Delinquent 


Date 


Matters (65-100-105) 
12,611 


(65-100-105) 


(65-100-105) 


8-31-52 


7,589 


60. 2# 


9-30-52 


11,367 


5,732 
4,957 


50 • k& 
43.9g 


10-31-52 


11,286 


11-30-52 


11,148 


4,844 


k3.& 


12-31-52 


10,937 


4,573 


41.9^ 


1-31-53 


10,730 


4,696 


43.8;* 


2-28-53 


10,721 


4,358 


40.6^ 


3-31-53 


10,069 


4,019 


39. 9g 


4-30-53 


9,411 


2,887 


30.7^ 


5-31-53 


9,277 


3,447 


37.2% 


6-30-53 


8,96k 
8,908 


3,532 


39.4^ 


7-31-53 


3,758 


42.2^ 


8-31-53 


8,547 


3,618 


42. 3# 


9-30-53 


8,601 


3,249 


37. 8# 


10-31-53 


8,845 


2,785 


31. 4g 


11-30-53 


9,434 


2,871 


30 M 


12-31-53 


9,552 


3,261 


34. ig 


1-31-514. 


9,8lk 
10,288 


3,318 


33.6/5 


2-28-54 


3,021, 


29.4^ 


3-31-54 


10,188 


2,998 


29.4$ 


14.-30-5^ 


10,201 


3,209 


31. % 


5-31-54 


9.SkO 


3,920 


39. 8# 


6-30-5k 


8,839 




0*7 rfdf 


7-31-5!; 


10,317 


3,348 
3,364 


32.4^ 


10,048 


33.4^ 


9-30-5!; 


10,669 


3,488 


32. 1% 


10-31-54 


10,557 


3,376 


31. 9g 


11-30-54 


11,063 


3,822 


34.5^ 


12-31-54 


11,092 


3,728 


33.6JS 


1-31-55 


10,772 


3,976 


36.9^ 


2-23-55 


10,651 


3,429 


32.2^ 


New York 


Office 







In January, 1954, the New York delinquency stood at 53 per cent. 
It was reduced, however, in February, 1954, to 32 per cent and during the 
period March through September, 1^54* averaged 38 per cent. In October, 
1954, the New York security delinquency dropped to 30.9 per cent, on 
November 30, 1954, to 29.3 per cent, and on December 31, 1954* to 26.4 V er 
cent, the figure in each successive instance representing the lowest 
percentage of delinquency in the security classifications which had existed 
in the New York Office since this natter has been followed on a regular 
basis by the Bureau. In January, 1955, the New York security delinquency 
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Increased from 26. h. Der cent in December, 195U-> the lowest flaure ever 
computed for that office to 2?. 7 ter csnc as of Jar.ur.ry 31, 1335 • 

The New York administrative report for February, 195^ » reveals 
that security delinquency has Increased still further to 4.C.5 oer cent 
as of February 28, 1955* Pending active natters in classifications b5* "" 
100 and 10? rose from *,?99 to 6,120 'while delinquent matters increased 
substantially from 1,629 to 2,!t8l. It was noted that *Tew York's over- ail 
delinquency also increased during the past month from 22 per cent t: "0.1 
per cent. We are sending a letter to New York. 

The New York Office has approximately 26 -•■)" ~- ■ :rt of the pending 
active matters in she 6?, 100 and 1:3 cla.wsificac._ras in the entire* field^ 
This office also has approximately 3 It per cent of the number of delinquent 
items in these classifications throughout the field. The r"rars de-Li a~uen< 
In all other offices at the end of February, 195a > was approximately 25 per 
cent. The New York delinquency was 1|0.5 per cent as previously noted. 

The bulk of the New York cackle:; c aa delinquency is in the 100 
cl?.? e ?Ifi rt, ?.t:".on. During February, 1955* the number of pera_ira- active 
matters- in ~ae 100 classification in the New York Office increased from 
j if* 373 t-o L-,615- -lao .-:^::ber of delinquent matters in tnis classification 
increased rrom 1,33- to 2,C?5 wit la a statistical increase from 30.5 ner 
cent for January, 1955> to lu^.9 per cent as of February 2.Q, 1955* 

Status of Security Work in the Remaining: Forty Offices 

The remaining forty offices are listed according to the 
percentage of delinquency on February 2 8, 19^5 > in total masters in 
classifications 65, 100 and 105. a"hsse statistics reflect the oro^:ress 
during February, 1955 • It should be noted that many of the smaller offices 
have no pending matters in classifications 65 and 105 and their entire 
pending backlog is in classification 100 matters. 
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Office 

* Richmond 

* Charlotte 

* Memphis 

* Atlanta 
*. Milwaukee 

* Houston 

* Pittsburgh' 

* Cincinnati 

* Miami 
Birmingham 
Indianapolis 
Buffalo 
Bait imore 
Washington Field 
Albany 
Anchorage 
Mobile 
Phoenix 

San Juan 

Albuquerque 

Oklahoma City 

San Diego 

Salt Lake City 

Knoxville 

New Orleans 

San Antonio 

Denver 

El Paso 

Kansas City 

Norfolk 

Savannah 

Springfield 

Butte 

Louisville 

Portland 

St. Louis 

Dallas 

Little Rock 

Omaha 

Honolulu 



Active 


Matters 


1-31-??. 


2-28-5? 


95 


87 


93 


99 


US 


Uk 


95 


100 


237 


232 


69 


- aii. 


353 


323 


322 


308 


207 


212 


3k 


32 


178 


160 


1^90 


372 


lj.90 


ij.92 


9^9 
280 


l,03l| 


260 


36 


36 


65 


51 


98 


105 ' 


% 


156 

60 


w 


61 


256 


32^ 


7k 


76 


33 


31 


136 


193 


57 


55 


172 


170 


kz 


ko 


107 


102 


69 


61 


126 
75 


39 


kr 


60 


lk6 


133 


268 


285 


77 


109 


20 


19 


56 


67 


31 


39 



Percentage Delinquent 

1-31-? ? 



2-2S-55 



18% 
22% 



6'c* 

20^ 
19& 
33# 

28% 

20% 

11% 

32% 
19% 
22% 

% 
22^ 

20^ 

22% 

12$ 

19% 

16^ 

18# 

12^ 

13# 



9% 
16% 

20% 

lk% 
6% 

11% 

6% 

1% 

8% 

iy% 

9% 

ko% 

20% 
0% 



3k% 
30% 
29% 
28% 
21% 
21% 
26% 
26% 
2$% 
2% 

23% 
22%> 
22% 
20Ji 
20# 
20£ 
20% 
20% 
18% 
18% 

11% 

16% 
lb%. 

1S% 
1% 

15% 
l$% 

15% 
±k% 
13^ 
12>t 
12£ 
12% 
11^ 
10^ 
10^ 
8% 



* Letters sent to offices indicated regarding delinquent status. 
See page o herein. 
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The following figures illustrate the progress 
as a whole since December 31, 1952, as reflected in the 
reports: 



Date 



12- 

1- 
2- 

3- 

t- 

6- 

7- 
8- 

9- 
10- 
11- 
12- 

1- 



31-52 
31-53 
28-53 
31-53 
30-53 
31-53 
30-53 
31-53 
31-53 
30-53 
31-53 
30-53 
■31-53 
■31-511. 



c- 






% 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 
12 

1 
2 



31-^ 
30-51* 
31-51* 
30-51*. 
31-51* 
3i-5li 
30-5U. 

31-5m- 

30-51* 

■31-51* 

-31-55 

-28-55 



Pending 
Active Matters 
(65-100-105) 

6,228 
6,080 
6,103. 

5,936 
5,861*. 

1*,897 
5,611 

5,11*6 
5,095 
5,050 
1*,987 
5,180 
5,280 
5,562 

?,9?f 

6,079 

6,171* 

6,733 

7,022 

6,910 

6,728 

6,710 

6,591* 

6,767 

6,10*9 

6,216 

6,31*7 



Delinquent 

Matters 
(65-100-105) 

1,691 
1,551* 
1,515 
1,51*2 

1,1*11* 
1,726 

1,577 
1,358 
1,323 
1,219 
. 1,087 
1,355 
1,301 
1,100* 
J.»>*f 

1,1*31 
1,327 
1,710 
1,522 
1,590 
1,520 

1,1*10 
1,398 
1,519 

1,1*77 
1,201 

1,317 



of the forty offi< 
administrative 



Percentage 
Delinquent 

27.2^ 
25. 6£ 

214-6^ 
26.0?? 
21*.. 1# 
29.3?? 
28.15? 
26.1$ 
26.05? 

2k.lfo 
21.8?? 

26. 1< 

25.95? 

23.5% 

21 •?$ 

21.6% 
23.0^ 

22.55? 
21.05? 

21.2S? 
22. U# 

22.1$ 
19.3?? 
20.75? 



Letters to the Field 

Letters are being sent to the large offices indicated by 
asterisks on page k and to the smaller offices indicated by asterisks on 
lilt 7 herein A total of 17 letters are being sent to the field in thi: 
Salter, counting upon existing delinquency and pointing out the necess 
of b^inginTsecurity cases to and maintaining them at proper levels. 
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HIT 



I88t 



Assistant Attorngy General Karch 21, 19££ 



Director, FBI 






There Is attached hereto a current list of 
the names of the individuals maintained in the Security 
Index, T'aT.oa included in the main portion of the list" 
are arranged alphabetically. The na.;:e3 of individuals 
coning within fir e daaicrnatcd r^ou-zn are listed on 
separate pa~c3. /allowing each nan 9 i3 information 
rcf lectins the race, sox, birth date, Bureau file 
number and the bureau field office covering the 
residence of the individual. 

It is requested that thi3 list be given 
utmost security. 



AttaeV»?n«nt 



NOTE ON YELLOW ONLY ; 

Espionage Section of the Special 
Section\not Included. The five 
designated groups are: 

Foreign Government Employees 
United Nations Employees 
Pro-Tito Yugoslavs 
U, S. Government Employees 
Atomic Energy Program Employees 
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(!) SECURITY INFORMANTS A^SOTOCES OF INFORMATION -REVEALING 

Identities of -- i'h, instruc :»» /y ^ S J _ Le R ^ al f ' ' Identltie3 

' ^'^fte-le cS ^fcllow"^! & want tolnphasi.e the°fact that 
?he use of b /» Ue'hWto an absolute minimum in our 
the use 0: 1 ^•_'°^ lletlne interviews with persons who supply 

^4-*™ of thP -interests of rh-j Government as well as an 
?n ' l' 4 depend on their information and, therefore it 
^ is highly d^abl^that they allow their names to be openly used 
in connection with the information they furnish. 

The procedures ssc forth below are effective immediately 
in the following type cases: 

Security of Government Employees 

Loyalty of Employees of the United Nations 
and Other Public International Organisations 

Applicant (excluding Bureau applicants) and 
Related Investigations 

Security and Espionage-Type Investigations. 

Anv report which contains T symbols concealing the 
identities of any sources of information set; forth in the report 
.usfcontlin'a statement on the adminiBtrativc ; page to the * | 
that careful consideration nas been given to each J^ e ^ nce3 
and T svmbols were utilized in the zeport umjr ■"» > 
where the identities of the sources must be concealed. 

In any case where your report contains information at- 
tributed tfT symbols, which information was ; originally ^ntshed ; ^,- 

2X w^t^se ozl-ices 1 ^ insure ^entities' of * &*£??** 
garding the concealment of such informants or sources. 



3/15/55 

SAC LETTER NO. 55-22 



. '• ut-jf.i:^.-: '-0 






I 



It 



Will, 



nootissarv to include 



identifviner aata of miormants and sources conceal 
administrative pa S e of the report ^and where applicable, rea sons 
concealment, such as neighbors and professional individuals wno 
specifically request their identities be concealed. 

This must be given yo\J personal attention so that thes 
instructions are immediately brought to the attention of all ap- 
propriate personnel of your office. 



for 



t'** 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

DATB:i:arch 2, 1955 



TO 



i*OM 



g^jBCT.^CTjp.iTY INDEX REVIEW 
V- *Bufile 

n Rv <vr Letter 55-3 of February 2, 1955, a revie. 
nf all Secu^tv" -i« cases .as initiated. The field .as 
of a ^^i^r^^r^^air^ei reports each Friday of the 
Instruct j. ^o suo-.i- dii - e r p -.„.»- ^ n^irp^ -with less 

Sill's: LM-^r 

■within six months 

There were 2o,7lS^ubjeets included in the Security 
Index as of j?ebrua.ry x^ s j-7;;» . 

The airtels of February 25, 1955, fr °* **«"£* 
»«•■!„,.* tvSt P £?i c"=== have been reviewed as of that aate, 
rpSofinafeiriTper cent, and the required data for.araed 
to the Bureau* 

Aq of T.'arcv. 1, 1955, 607 cases have been 
as oi ^^-/i^/^-^^^ security Section, 
analyzed and ^^p-^^i^^o^Tblve been reccnmended 
Sv tne'sA^s^'Tne r^coSenda^ions f or cancellations by the 
^Cts.ore ^proved ty the Bureau without exception. 

ACTION : 

You .ill be kept advised of the progress of the 
reviews on a weekly basis. 



-i r ii' i i ■ " ■ ; 



«n»r-vw«» rem** mo. M /£">_•• 

Office MsTTZOrandtlTU • united states government 

TO i DATE: 3/ 2 5/55 

J*- 

fslom t 

subject : ' J SECURITY UJLEX 



During the past week 16 cards were added t\Sf 
the Security Index .and 90 cards were cancelled, a net ' 
decrease of 74 cards. 

The Security Index count as of today is 
26,55$. 

ACTION : 

None. This is for your information. 
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Office Memorandum • united states gov?.hnm?.n- 



TO i 

FROM » 
/ 



DATB: 3/21/55 



•OTJ^r: ''security JDID.EX CARD STATISTICS ^/ 

There are 26^22^sons^epres f ted ^^^Security 

mdex (as of March 15,JL955) ^^^^L Of the total, 2^,767 
or 3/10ths of 1 percent ur^ei -ast r.on^ 
or 93.0 percent are connunists. 

^e race of Chinese in the index are now shown separately 
in the rSe brtakfovm on the attach* table. 

A detailed table , I. ^ache^^lxcate^ SSiSS* 
shows as of Karch 15, 1?55, -^ ^istriD^ usneS s !B) 

*y field,office nationanstxc tercenc r ^ ^^ Usts „ aTe 

-ace. and citizenship • -.-ixsu ^ „-^«v,-«ar5 
^owA. A key to abbreviations xs a,awea. 



TiTT T" "Till III 1 1 



i 



2 78 



3' l 



«■*".. 



„'» 1 ' 



7 " 1 
2 1 1 



? 1' 

2254 



15 IT 18 



1 
311 






**& 



1 


5 




2 

2 


2 
23 
72 

1 


6 
3 




1 
1 




26 

4 


112 




?2 


9 


153 



2 

50 






272 
151 



3 10 


»0« 


30 


If 


54 


1« 


662 


50C 


10 


2 


39 


7 


41 


28 


106 


77 



39 

1* 



1C4? 


'6? 


<) . 


20 


1 


' 


3 


1 




25 


* 


i 


71 


52 


1 ) 


130 
1 


27 
1 


2 ' 



1765 l.'3C 1 * 



390 

3* 

107 



906 


-.60 


2*2 


97 


3 


2 


278 


T25 


25 


17 


7* 


41 






216 


85 


351 


l 76 


8 


1 


670 


31 1 


320 


20(V 


48 


25 


4459 


27 3 7 


13 


1 


22 


12 


3? 


1* 


75? 


449 


(■ 6 


32 


302 


109 


151 


66 


19 


8 


1 IT 


5* 


50 


28 


15 


11 


126 


93 


1361 


9«0 


379 


36 


8 


3 


♦ 3* 


247 


58 


23 


14a 


109 



I 

2 18 

21 



8 


4 


I 12 




440 


246 


529 


149 


1T9 


99 


i * 38 


34 


57 


23 


74 


6 


29 


15 


i ** 




1056 


49? 


, 1114 


375 


138 


65 


169 


31 


4.6* 


2 1? 


, 494 


1 71 


40 


17 


51 


4 



64 


17 


69 


5 


6 


52 


20 


65 


5 


2 


191 


86 


200 


65 


a 


33 


13 


45 


1 




6 


3 


: s 


1 




8 


3 





2 




235n 


187S 


, 315 7 


9Q2 


To 



238 


58 


4 


4*6 


7 1 


7 


9 






T?5 


187 


14 


366 


143 


T 


61 


10 


2 


5 2 60 


1715 


180 



188 


22 


6 


1 


2 3. 


3 


1 




147 


24 


3 


1 


74 


4 






22 


2 


2 




163 


45 


9 


2 


1922 


350 


58 


11 


411 


3 


1 




11 








606 


53 


16 


6 


68 


12 


1 




193 


56 


6 


2 



i.iLl -v* lIC 



10 
646 

244 



1256 

153 



29 


1 


56 


16 


235 


4? 


44 


2 


s 


1 


8 


3 


3977 


219 


2? 


2 


16 


6 


115 


1 


283 


15 


514 


12 


5 


4 


64 9 


77 


478 


42 


5i> 


I 7 


654? 


* 75 


1 1 


i 


27 


7 


4? 


4 


1071 


126 


93 


5 



201 15 

2092 210 



71 
226 



i ! ; 



.*', vfj- 2 5 






Cu>«4 In 3*c*!crJ! 3, 5, 6 and 
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KEY TO ABBREVIATIONS USED IN SECURITY INDEX 

AL Alien 

CS Comsab 

DC Detcom 

KF Key Figure 

KA Naturalized 

NB Native Born 

TF Top Functionary 

UN Unknown 

AEP Atomic Energy Program Employees 

BUL Bulgarian 

COM Communist Party, USA 

ESP Espionage Subjects 

FGE Foreign Government Employees 

GOV United States Government Employees 

HUN Hungarian 

ISL Independent Socialist League 

JFG Johnson Forest Groun 

*EI Muslim Cult of Islam 

MIS Miscellaneous I 

NPR Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico j 

PPA Proletarian Party of America I 

BUS Russian 

SUA Socialist Union rf America 

SWP Socialist Workers 1 Party | 

UNE United Nations Employees '• 

UPR Union of the People for the Establishment 

of the Republic of Puerto Rico 

YUG Yugoslavian 



unrr i n n hit 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

to i r datb: March 18,- 1955 



yz 



/,.• / 



tDBjEcr: / SECURITY JiEPOJtTS - DOCUMENTATION 
Bufile 

Section 8?C of the Manual of Instructions on pages 44b and 45 

provides for the documentation of material appearing in reports, Juch 
documentation is set out on administrative pages and cons ists of identify- 
ing the source, showing the date of the activity reported, the date the 
information was received, the identity of the Agents receiving the 
information and location of the original exhibit in field office files. 
Under this procedure the field can readily locate the original exhibits 
pertaining to each of our security subjects, its desirability based to a 
great extent upon the possible use of these reports in correction with 
the Emergency Detention Program. r 

There are instances in which a report is prepared by one office 
utilizing data which originated with a previous office of origin. In 

+ Trt0c& r* 7* -/•/■»•» owe + ati/>« © +Tna i.-T/f rftisv 7 V -r> © + ▼•t ir* -r © V- h & /"» -f ' -f ' i r* £> t\v ■>-./-» r» 7 -n rt Thg r- m o r-r 

« •» , _, . . .X - t.i-t i. - 11. . » -A '- -«* -^ -? -. - _---.-. L -• - . _. ^-' - - *-_--. ~ - 

uO Sefuu a acpurauc xeouci uu ufi,c unc ( uj j tuc /c^ucckh*-.' i«.'.c uy^u-,.; .-iw^/ -u 

information. The report is not held up, however, but is fbr.warded on to 
the Bureau. Upon receipt of the documentary information the office 
preparing the report forwards new administrative pages to, the Bureau 
setting out the documentary information originating with the previous 
office of origin. 

It is to be noted that these supplemental documentation pages 
contain new material and contain no corrective material. 

SAC Letter 55~ 2 3 (B) of 3/16/55 > provided for submission of 
amenied pages in certain instances wherein necessary amendments h.er-3 
not susceptible to other corrective action - e.g., by erasures, inked 
or typed notations. 

Our documentation pages are to be distinguished from the 
situations discussed in the above SAC Letter: (1) They contain no 
corrective data and (2) their sole purpose is to incorporate additive 
documentary material into the administrative sect i one of our reports. 

OBSERVATIONS : 

We have given this situation carefuly study and we feel that 
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the procedure of submitting supplementary documentation pages in security 
reports, described above, should be continued for the following reasons: 
(1) Our reports must continue to be properly documented as to the oriainal 
sources and the location of the exhibits in the office files; (2) There 
should be no delay in submitting reports pending receipt of documentary- 
information from a previous office of origin or from any other office in 
which portions of the information originated and (Jj the new documentary 
material coming from a previous office of origin is mere readily handled 
by use of supplemental pages than by notations. In some instances the 
documentary data are extensive and both Agent and clerical time can be 
saved by avoiding the necessity of entering the material by longhand on th. 
old administrative pages of the basic report. Further, the Bureau can 
always be certain that the data in field reports are accurate, impossible 
when each office involved makes its own modifications individually* It 
appears desirable, however, to instruct the field to "flag" these 
supplemental pages to assist in their handling at the Bureau, tie propose 
to have them submitted hereafter by cover letter, pointing out snecirzcczll 
therein that the pages have been prepared solely to incorporate the 
additional documentary material. 



•DTPrfmntPtrn Arvrrwr. 



If you approve, the attached SAC Letter will be transmitted to the 
field in line with the above observations. Appropriate Manual changes 
are attached. 
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ATES GOVERNMENT 



Office WLemoranaum • united s™ 

date: March 21, 195? 



TO 



7KOM t 



IUBJECT: 32CTJRITT Il-TDrX 
BUFILE 



There is attached a letter to Albany and all other 
offices date! Ilarch 25, 19?5, which we transmit to j.e field 
quarterly to reconcile the Security Index in eaen oxfice with 
the Index at the Seat of Government. 

The original of the attached letter is on plastlplate 
and the letter may be obtained for initialing by calling 



/ 
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6//zc£ Memorandums* united states government 



TO 




date: March 22, -1955 



ntoM » 



^ 



iubject: SZ?VRTTT.I2IDZX~- 



- - _ ,. ■- '•" 



* 



By memorandum dated UarcX 9, 1955, we proposed to the 
Attorney General that the criteria for placing or retaining individuals 
on the Security Index be changed. Tie requested advice at the earliest' 
opportunity if the changes met with the Attorney General's approval. 






'*. By memorandum dated March 16, 1955, to 

and the Directory the Attorney- 
he was' adding this Question to the agenda of the next Departmental 
conference dealing with Justice Department plans in event of Tormo^zn 
open hostilities. In this memorandum the Attorney General states 
that has told him that although the Internal Security Act 

of 1950 has .detention provisions, the emergency detention program is 
based on the- constitutional power to suspend the writ of habeas corpus 
rather than the Internal Security Act of 1550* 
. -^ 
Frankly, I reel that any effort to discuss this extremely 
important subject at the Attorney" General ' s conference is out of place 
and will merely result in delaying tactics on a matter which should 
be resolved at once. 

Followino the Attorney General's conference on March 14, 



Internal Security Division 

-> l~ it •>- -i a o 



nwAr^o f 



J spoke to and suggested that the 

\act :r—xtly en cur letter" carrying the % _ 
called me back on the evening of March 18 to state informally that 
the Internal Security Division had looked over our proposals and 
agreed with them although they had not discussed fiem as yet with 

and, of course, division would not be replying 

to our proposals in view o >" the Attorney General's instructions that 
the matter be taken up at the next conference. 

RECOMMENDATION ; . . 



If you desire, we can reply to the Attorney General 's memo- 
randum of Ifarch 16 by suggesting that this matter should be resolved 
very promptly and that it may be desirable for the Internal Security v 'j 
Division and Rankin's office, if necessary, to make an immediate study ( 



\* 
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A.** 



run 



mo 



l 



.*>.„+ +ho A++n-rneii General may come to an immediate 
of our proposals so that the ***°™ v f J? ZZ this be done teleohonicall::, 
decision on this matter. If you prefer onu. * </** 
it would probably have to be done at least on the level of 
and either or I can do this. 

I do think that this should be settled at o& as we are 
holding up our field review of Security Index subjects pena.ng the 
Department's decision. 
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^eirt-r- - ***" 



^/i I /^ 
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6* I k:ue noi bosn eztisfiei with t^i* 
handling of the Security £r t dex and i,\t ^ne^ectton 
Staff is at fault for n$t H-etectin? the watneases 
and bringing thtm "a sty attention* It is ibuice 
that a good winy people currently carried as ^eartty 
Index eubjecte co\ild not be held during an emtrfjjtncy 
period; a if fi dent facte do not exist t» e*irnj' c 
detention* ?3>s J nepectcrs have ipt been sufficiently 
vigorous in your analyse oj t^> cases ievelopsd* 
I want you to sake cert tin that all danger f*e ne ; 1 » 
are Hated en n\e Jcc-irity lm\ez} those n*i r«»e*ssed 
ef ^ang-r outness (so-called riffraff) should be 
proBiptly removed from the Snd$s with ttureax 
concurrence* 
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KtOM i THE EXECUTIVES' COXTEr.E'JC. 



tuBjwrr: 



SECURITY IX LEX 



t/ 



* t 



On March 1, 1955, the Executives ' Conference 

consistina of i/#»»~». t __ _ ^ for 

and ,. " considered additional 
proposed guides to assist the field in its current review of 
Security Index cases and also concerning individuals to be placed 
on the Index in the future* 

In connection with the current review of Security 
Index cases in the field and in connection with the plaoing of 
persona on the Security Index in the future, from discussions 
with field representatives there is an apparent need to give 
the field guidance in order that those persons retained on 
or placed on the Security Index will be j?e»tricted to i -idividua 



<?c * s o ^ r? o~t -?nt i n .l 



pi, 

against who**, a c 7 ^,h 
\event of <?~»57 ,r " a T , ?v cc: 

respect , v>ie uomestic In-cp. Hi nonce Division p f opovad uhat an 
SAC Letter be sent to the field instructing that in evaluating 
these cases, in addition to the criteria presently listed in 
the Manual of Instructions , two additional factors must be 
considered fzas follows: 



Is 




^ 



(if. The^-investigation must show: 

... . (a)]Subject has had membership or participation in 
-; t-t ne activitie s of a basic revolutionary organisa- 

'j -r-tion within the last 5 years as shown by overt-, 

acts or statements estaolistied through reliable 
'^sources, informants or individuals; ^ 

(b) Subject has had membership or participation in 

the affairs of one or more front organi sations, 
n which*~v,dhere to the policies and doctrines of a 
^'revolutionary group, in a leader-ship capacity or 
by active substantial participation in the 
furtherance of the aims or purposes of the 
organisation within the last 3 y ears as sh 






fryjit 
own" by 
overtrade or statements ettvaSjished throuph^- - 
relia^f sources, informariisf^cryajimLJilals}' 



'IHTTT 1 



TIT 



l//v7 



/ / 
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Cc; I ;*<,«* Ration *= 3 diveU^ ^zi or ^'" i 'nT-i. 

by a natior.ix *--;;-;';;; .* c ' ta ^ / statements 
safety as shown, by overt ^^^ throtijh 



, -*■ «» ,-; 



* V 



Ir.ot 



r*j 
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(d^ltno./n instigation nao /b*1« I *o «tal> liaft 

inucrt -cto or siat«nant.3 or. the part 0/ .1 sua, -a 

Security o/tne countrj, in ti,e 0/ ««rs,«o„. 

J„ 'evaluating interview with Security ^,« «^? 8 , 1 ° r 

potential Security I«de* .ufcj.ct., «« foxing 

be adhered to? 

W! Jti» «<»• statement to int.ruisai.ig Agent* 

adherence. 

ft) Ot.Her than ae indicated obooe *»*!™ *«"»"*?* 
( ' Securitj/ Index subjects or potential 3« « r **» 

fer^a ossft-.S'.*.!'.. ». 

regarded aa auo/i factors. 

Executives oonjer.^--. — ^ -^ 

i « *- ..-«,* * i-nanivouslu recommended 
The Executives' Conference war* \*.o-s-y 

,^j <-«r» t» + + pt be sent out to tne j^ieia tn 
Zt Wfu&'iZ WW'PProprtaU guidance. 
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II 11:111 1U 



w^ 



vi::\z: ::z£& 



v . Whtl* ooncurrtno with ?:$* ^^ /•■>*. + :.., .,*„■,.. , , ,. 

opp r «ften*ion all individuals who in the m , J "! f*?** < or 
Mould 4. fon.W.r.dpot.ntJalX dcn'^o^^^rL^ "' ; /"'- aU 



aevelcD 



M*J£2Z^LzL*S 



a he a r\ r *n ~>oard 



- — - " lL -"gy ^ig/j M ? ffE £ ict. cgnff ^jjj^iv require 



zo 



7W - 



r, ■ 



precautions o/ the Communist rartu 



end the known 



and colonisation" programs of the Party, the zico^, 

deceitful tactics inherent in the Co^unist XouZe'nt 

pcuriAcrvueni; 1Q ck of concrete Droof which nnn h* 

^investigation, it is many tines jnoois i bl * m " ,- ,„„ 7 .„ 

\\ta the extent required under the above concept. * 



security 
"sleeper" 



and 



iH ) a m a 1 /+ T+ * si 



— w i* < 



thm 



u, w it 



■ £uid ^ r \ae_ 




the iob of thoU* 1 * mo%t J m P^^ealiy<that it should not^ai^v^ 
the job of. the Bureau to decide whoJhould be arrested; J^XTT 

"JliX However, the Department ***• ^ 



this is a iob for the levcrt^ 
refused to do its 

realizes that 



ana 



numbe r o r 
hc~weuer, 



tne burden re 

arinq b oar as 

t ^ B ureau wi'lJ 



its with 
release 

be even 
the 



the j 31. 

a considerable 

to 



persons arre sted, 
the SeblirTTjrinfcx vas devised for the vurDoses of 

tA* Lld^f' 'TV'" ^ **"' ° f "° 3t *™" ^e'rtencland f under 
t.L A U iH n U°/ deva3tati0n > confusion and chaos which will 
occur should this country be attacked by Soviet Russia, it is 

, opinion that the FBI must carry out its security 
responsibilities to the country to the utmost. In adaption 

Ztttl r n ^Mr 5 WhiGh Wil1 CZU * <» ™ aiJ -^t eXl'ncu 
>.%i ?<„° f thG countr y ™* *>>* hearing boards will be 
'Mly different from the attitude now existing. 
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realises that this matter has been given 
consideration by the Bureau; however, inasmuch as 
deep-seated, he is expressing it, as set forth 
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(b) ^*"«« f on Securit y Ind9x 



The Direct 
follow relative to the 
Index, pointing out th 
had signed deportation 
and that these warrant 
for service. He point 
further whether there 
ness of these warrants 
deportation warrants c 



or outl 

thirty 

at Depu 

warran 

3 are n 

ed out 

is a le 
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ined the procedu 
-six aliens on t 
ty attorney Gene 
ts regarding all 
oto in our field 
t at the Departs 
gal question as 
ee instances whe 
ng six of the su 



General raised the questio 

the evidence against these aliens is sufficie 
before the court except in those cases where 
already been authori2ed under INS procedures. 



re wp- will 
he Security 
ral 

thirty-six 
offices ready 
ent is studying 
to the effective- 
re INS already had 
bjects* 
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at to hold them 
deportation had 
After discussion. 
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t/ie ittomsj/ General instructed that check the 

procedure as to the legality of the warrants signed by 
Deputy Attorney and that check the 

individual cases as to whether the subjects could be held 
1 under the deportation warrants. 

General furnished the Attorney General 

an INS memorandum dated February 14, 1965, regarding INS 
view3. The Director pointed out that we had not been 
furnished with a copy of this memorandum.. 

The Director further pointed out to the 
Attorney General that we are ready to proceed and that if an 
emergency should occur tomorrow, we would go ahead and 
arrest these thirty-six aliens based -n the warrants in 
our possession, further t'.at the question of the type of 
warrant used is for the Department to decide as the 
Departmental Attorneys had gone -.*r the cases and had 
drawn up the warrants . (If you cgrp.e i ™* will have 
T-ici?on get a copy cf the "l.VS memorandum of 2/14/65, 
mentioned above. It is noted also that some of these 
thirty-six aliens nay be taken off the Security Index 
if the Department approves the change in our standards 
now pending at the DeDartment.) 
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(d) Non-Chinese on The Security^ Index 
Are S^frnpathez* ~ 
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of thirteen 



The Director stated thai 
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5. 7* will review the cases of the thirty-eix 

Chinese alieis on the ba^is of the riv:c?i^ ^^'^J^/i^' 
they who do not ".eg* *>'*•? c zcn^zru, s ~*j.± -••-• ■ ----- - - »»• 

ittorney General approves the revised standards. 
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Office 2Ae7noranau?n • united states government 

TO i DATB: March 21, 

*"' 1955 

FXOM » 

iOTJECT: SECURITY INDEX LIST 

The Security Index list as of 3/15/55, has 
been prepared* One copy is attached herewith for * 

transmittal to the SAC, Quantico , for retention in 
his personal custody with the other vital records 
maintained at zhe FBI Academy* 

BECOmZUDATIQN : 

2. That this memorandum, and attached list be 

forwarded to the SAC, Quantico , marked Personal and 
Confidential, Registered, Return Receipt Requested.— p-<\(' <iy C-- 

3'?3> 6*"- 



2. That upon receipt, the SAC, Quantico, place 

the attached list with the other vital records maintained 
at Quantico, personally destroy by bur ning the old 
Security Index list in his possession and note hereon \ A^i* 
that such action has been taken. &trr*- "3.\ M ^* 



3. That thereafter, this memorandum be returned 
to the Bureau, marked for my attention* 
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Office Memorandum 



TO 



FROM t 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



DATE: March 24 j 1955 






^ 



iubject: 'SECURITY III DEI STaIIDaRDS 



called Jfvm the Department on the 

afternoon of Ifarch 24> 1955. .He referred to a conversation » .• 
he had with you regarding these standards. He said that /_>* ■ • fij''' 
there is supposed to be a meeting in the Department regarding 1 ^ ^ 
the standards but that no date has been set. He further 
said that before he left "iown on the evening of 

March 24, 1955, instructed that a letter be sent^^o the 
Bureau regarding the standards. . wanted /io .V.ic-j 

that a letter is coming over on the morning of Larch 25. 
said tnis letter will not be in the nature of an 
agreement on the part of the Department but will be rather 
an inquiry as to our understanding certain of the standards. 
He wanted you to know about this. 



For your information. 
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SAC, Albany 



March 2d , 1955 



Director", mi 



,nn^p|V( T nHn-r^TA" 






There is attached horoto for each office an 

alphabetical list of Its 3ocwlt7 Tr.dox c-b.!cct3 --:-arad 
fron t-o ""urcr.u'c 'V-crrAt*?' T r.-::o:*c as cr' **irci Is, l- ; ■--• 
r^X^ ~>^ f — t Ae identified by nsns, race, sex end date of 

i2Ct3 carried' in the variola subdivisions 



bi**^ 

of* the Special Section are listed on serrate ^- r *;? un^er 
the r^n^.^'nr to A ~*: V" n"C« ~t *.o '"C'^^uod t:-as a:ia liot 
bo usod"to"r3coneile the Security Tndcr. in -our o;;' : ce vifcb 
the Tr.de* at the Ssat of Ccverrmcnt by chechin*? the nar.es • 
on the li3t aaainet your Security Index cards. 
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Attachment 

d cc • Albuouerrric (''/Attach) 

2 cc - A i ic ho ra^e ( w/ -. v r ac h ) 

2 cc - Atlanta (V/AttachP 

2 cc - ^altinore (A'/Attach) 

2 cc - ^i^-irvhe:. '"/"'.ttr.ch) 

2 cc - T oaton ('-.'/attach) 

2 cc - Buffalo (//Attach) 

2 cc - Putte OVtttreh) 

2-.ee - ^crlo^-to ( ' ^" ttr.'ih) 

2>rn - ^'— - ' //".tt. -Ch) 

in 2lcc - Cincinnati C "-"/Attach) 

^ 2icc - Cleveland ('-/// ttach) 

'-^ £iec - ^-lln.3 (A/Attach) 






■i ^ va\ih ~ c A 



2 CC - ;-il±V.'£U^C0 ■«/A. C»i:r i ; 

2 cc * Vinnrr.'iijolir. «* AAntnch) 

2 cc - Mobile ( /Attnch) 

2 cc - ire war 1 .: ('.//Attach) 

2 cc - A'ow ".'av^n (■'.'/ .ttach) 

2 cc - Tew Crlon-2 /•'/Attach) 

2 CC • «. ? ew v op> ( '/Attach) 

2 CC - TTo-folh (■■//Attnch) 



V ■ 



• 1 •» * ■ 



rv- ■) 



/ ' JL 4 . „ -» ' 



cc 



- Denver ('..'/At tech) 



2 cc - 

Z cc - Or.r.ha ("■/Attach! 

2 cc - Philadelphia (A/Attach) 

2 cc - PhoenTr (A'/^v^V 

2 cc - Pitt 



1' r-*\ 



( //\tt-cM 



? 2^'cc - ~etro'.t ('://.-? ..ch) 
*-i:2|cc - Zl i'-nno ('.//At'ach) 

2jcc - Honolulu {'//Attach) 

2 cc - Houston (//Attach) 
2 cc - Indiana eel is ( A /Attach) 
2 cc - Kansas -i*v ( 'Attach) 
2 cc - rnoxvillo (^/Attach) 
2 cc - Little Hoc'.c (A'/Attach) 



1/ 



.>*'**». 



•I " ". 2ec- 
*• - 2co" 

$ / ; 2-0- 

* . , ' 

1 .T- 



3cc- Lea An~ole3 (A'/Attach) 

T-^ii-Jvillc (A/.ttach) 



♦ ■ r* ~ - n •? n ( '/ \ £ f f , C '.-j ) 

riirni (A'/Attach) 

ORIGINAL ON DUPUMAT 



2 cc - Portland ( 7^-tt 

2 cc — ^ich^n^d ("'.Attach) 

2 cc - At. I.on-'3 (//Attach) 

2 cc - Salt Lake r itr ( "/Atta-h) 

2 cc - - an A n t on 1 o ( //A 1 1 a c . ) 

2 cc - .Ann r '\r-~o C //Attach) 

2 CC- •• Can ^"mncf r,r *^ '' "/ * ttrich ' 

2 cc - "an Junn ( /ittaclO .. 

2 cc - "avannah ( ■'/■' 

2 cc -..-rcuttle.- •:•■'/• 

2 cc - v.nrin-"f? old 

2 cc - .■' 'aahin-tan 



1-. ', 



.no. ■ 



-x 
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t"2*«Iatcd 3/21/55, WOCrr-m: 
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„„ - „...,Vot C*> the OttftChod It3t 13 

1. If tho ntir.a o- a -- J -;-^-^.,„ s ~rvi n-ouid choc* 
not included In your ,^„ i-n d Q tP~<no'hl3 cor-oct, 
that oubjoct'a case 1 lie ^^"^ate no"ot ! cn should 
Security ^nde:: Su f t 'f^* t ^"'..,h^ : -ct , 3 r.r.-o en oho 
• be placed adjacent *° ;*° ""-^et docurit-r Wx 
enclosed Hat rofloetlnr. t.^cor^cs ^^ ^ d „ leted 

status for tho s>. lo.iec "• ;/ _-— „ " th RCtQ t'.cn should 
froa tho "urcau-3 ..eo^HT ^r^ 3 £ r or ,- iC e 

refer to tho ^ ioa3 „ "i^f°"'-* you do not have a 
which reeo5nona.deonealUtlon.il y^ & ^ d 

Security ^.ecs c.. ^ ; ° n0 ,2?ion should request tne 
be In your maax, t..a no a c rfice. 

Bureau to forwara cares to ,o- 

. ,. ..,„,iv"9 ths ncr.ea of subjects 
2. If this ehsc^u lselo--s tn- cn th9 

Tn your Security mdox ^° h ." n °^ , cc t 3 and tho 
attached^i^t.^w^^ y-;;^^^) sh ould bo sot: A orwn 

I"~I - «<-* n'-rjfit Ol" DapOl* Wlwii w-o -— ^ "- . t _ 

subject was recorded ; or i££^°£ oocur l3 t -, « 
Index. .Tnataneea^o: }*£ ^ntlY ecee r oce-o-=ndod 
for Inclusion in ^ -naox anu_..^ «. ~- ehod Ust 

therein at the ttao «' *-r .lr o re , ftt tha 

ln \Kl% ^crti^ecn'roco™ded~by 'you and you na-. 
ne^et'reoeived' Bureau authorization ,0 cancel. 

* 1 o««4-tnr> of '"'OUT* 3eCUT*itV 

5. Tn eheekin- .the social .ect.on 0^0 ^^ 
ftdox gainst the aUrxnod^-t^ 70-^..^^^^ ^ ,._ 
that the subjects are : - n " ' ;' '.r^orrinto notui ..c 
indicated on tho attao iea li-/* '" 7 •",; ' V -' r-.ore ore ;;: 
thould he nlaced on ^ o ^ t3 ^^^ 00 tion and tho 1: 
diocreponcles between your ,p^c ..a 

' ' !u This check wast ho Instituted i^o^thia^ 
fonpleted within W <«£<>* ^° n Miction, the 
nosorr-ndum by each o< il". vpon • : --,ould ho 

, Attached l^r^^e^r^rendur: under 
instant caption. \ t 
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Office ftAeiTlorandufn • united states government 



TO 



FlOM f 




DATB: March 22, 1955 

i 
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•ubjbct: INTERVIEWS OF SECURITY SUBJECTS 
SUGGESTION #129-55 
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ttached is a suggestion originating with SA Joseph F. Carroll 
rf the New York Office in which he proposes the use of a form in reporting 
results of interviews with security subjects* The form is also attached. 
It is stated that the form could be used as a substitute for cover letters 
in those instances in which a Security Matter - C interview has been 
authorized and the results of the interview are being forwarded to the 
Bureau in report form. In other words, the report will set out the V 

results of the interview in detail and under this suggestion the form 
would be utilized to set out the results* in brief with pertinent comment* x 



JLV. ~ —"» - - - 



The proposed form, identifies the report being transmitted; notes 

whether or nov the subject was cooperative; whether he furnished 
information concerning others, and whether subject will testify concerning 
others* The form also indicates whether or not the information furnished 
agrees with known information concerning the subject, whether the subject 
has informant potentialities, carries a notation as to whether or not 
authority is being requested to recontact the individual and whether 
or not an FD-122 (if appropriate) has been submitted. \> 

The SAC in New York recommends against the ac option of the ~ 

suggestion as follows: "While the suggestion does have advantages from f ^ 
a streamlining standpoint, I think the responses to interviews are varied I 
and we should give the responses to interviews exactly as- they appear. ~" 
J therefore believe that we should continue to submit these letters in '■■'. 
narrative form and I do not recommend the suggestion be adopted." C 



Observations: 



j?- 



The Internal Security Section also opposes adoption of the 
suggestion* It is felt that the circumstances of our interviews are too 
varied to commit to a fixed form. In many instances there are circumsta 
surrounding the interview which must be amplified in advising the Bureau 
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Although cover memoranda do not set out the results of the interviews 
in detail, they give a concise analysis of the reaction of the 
individual subject during the course of the interview* In summary, 
interviews with individuals having different Ccmmuni3t or subversive 
backgrounds with different dispositions do not lend themselves to 
standardised reporting as suggested, 

RECOMMEND A TION : 

That this memorandum be referred to the Training and 
Inspection Division to indicate that the Internal Security Section 
definitely opposes adoption of Suggestion #129-55m 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO 



ROM > 



tUBJECT: 



W 



DATE: 3/21/55 



~i 



G* 






ZLTL0YZ2 3UGG2STI0N #129-55^ 
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~ "nits concerns a proposed fo™t£ H/^Jr one advantage 

connection , if ^^^f^ftical Section as .ell as to 
is presented as one in- 
field supervisors. ^ 

?e nave review f tjtt ^T^aZe^e" any area .mere 
■ Statistical Section and are ^aD-ie j, cannot endorse 

ft fits Mo our MTKgdae coring ly,^ .^ Section . 
it as a streamlining aevice jor t 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICS 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ^ 

EMPLOTES SUGGESTION^ / '^ ' f 

Data flarch 1*, 1935 



To: Dl^or^jrai^^ntU^^ 




Field Office or Division !L??-X2E5L_- 

v 
SUGGESTION: 

The attached fen 1b being recommended ao a ^titute 
for the cover letter orssently in use in snose ine^ances *^re 
Jn^sSc in?ervle* Me' been authorized end the result, of interview 
ire being forwarded to the Bureau in report form. 



Its advantages are: 

1} Will streamline processing by Statistical. aejiiloo at 
«iv* «.« ««ii ee v*v f<airf supervisors. 

2) Will reduce dictation and typing time in field. 



It should save at least $ unknown^ annually. 

The use by the United States of my suggestion shall :*>t form the basis of a _ 
ine use jjt -a*o U1LU v,**-* rt-r pq«?i7ns uDon the United States 

further claim of any nature by me, my heirs, or assigns upon 

:n • ^^tftu*e^df'"Suggestoir) 

i -^ • :" :•" 

Comments and recommendation of Supervisor, SAC, "or. AssisUnt Director: 
While the suggestion does hav« > advantage « **« •£ ^nd^ ^uld 
point, I thin* the responses to ^ervxC*3 thev a^ocor. I therei'ora 

feruS^rriSiiisss: ;^*.sr;»» £ »--«»• 

fS?2!d I «• "»t r.=a~»M the BW»"o" te Moptca. 

/CO "i? I'' I*" / ■; ' • JSiinatuTer^" ^ % -^ 3*^** 

— ^^ UUb Special /cent in Charts 
1 • 66-71H s fiI55 j — 



-iht~t — nn 1 1 a mil - mi ;m 1111111; ini 



■TANOARO POftM NO. •* A ■ i. " * 

f r,ry S 



Office IS/lemot a: ium -united sta ;s government 



>-*> 



to : director » F«B # I* 



FROM > "^ 



DATE: 



SUBJECT: 



Enclosed are tho original «nd copies of tho 



r*Ui of Interview* / 

tteoo of interview? ( ) Residence < ) B"* ** Cs * * * street 

( ) ether (fpeeiTv) 

Interviewing Agents i 

Cooperatives ( ) Yes ( ) So 

Furnished Inforsxatloa re otfcerex { ) Yea ( ) So 

¥111 r £*gtif * **« ot:*€trsj ( ) Tzq { } Ho 

InfOT^atlon furnished In e:ibst£ntial c~rocaont with kno*a 
datat { ) ?ea ( } Eo Beasonst 

TBI or CS potential: ( ) To* ( }' »o 

"^* "»«"*"» *• roaontact ror ?SI cr ra "° ,M » | i £ 

TO 122 c^riaalttod ( ) Tea dated < * *> 

Renarka* 



Knelt 



,^fi^-/^ 
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Office Memorandum 
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UNITED STATF~ GOVERNMENT 



TO 



aom 



SUBJECT: 




DATBi 



3/25/55 



M 



°jr 



SUGGESTION •? 128-55 

JIT.'!' FOTA CJT7 % GF?iCZ '- 
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SUGGESTIO N: That a form letter like the one attached be used as 
a substitute for -r he cover letter presently used in sending reports 



rs 




•u 



•U 



to the bureau or. the r: suits of Security ratter - C inter jie 
authorized by the Bureau. /j j 

This suqqestion comes "-itjij.z the vurview of a Special <^- / ' 

Agent's duties. Special Agent £;^i£j&s suDeruisor is SACi '' ' 



^ 



PKESE KT PFOCKDrpE : 7/hen the Bureau authorises a Security Matter - 
interview the interview is submitted to the Bureau in report form 
with a cover letter directing the Bureau's attention to specific 
data and observations of interest to the Bureau. The cover better 
evaluates the report. 
A n:r& : t lc r.v v"7\-! rr n. 



till redUCe d^ ' r*+n +.i nr* n-nH -hifn-inn -hima 

«... _ cr - -.-» ---^ 



n +h 



,/icj.u. a ux± s-ureuinj. t,/tc pruccaalng by field auperuis ors und 
Statistical Section at the Seat of Government/ 

PI SAD VA IT 'AGES ST A TED ; No ne • 






Vi 



0BSEB7:\TI0::S: 



StiC 4-^m Zev York City Office^ disapproves, stating 
to interviews are varied and also should be set 

■■re, n.re -renoi,,** .^ n ' ^g^gi^ j; a sking to „ y iP J d 

i h SA C £"*****£ an d that the 
in detail by cover letter 
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that responses 

out exactly as tr.ey are received. SAC 
Office, states that he heartily agrees 
results of these interviews are reported 

to show the reaction of the persons avuro ached. SAC I'cFarlin 
Cincinnati Office, disapproves, stating that a form letter cannot 
get the message across to the .Bureau. SAC me$m*} New Orleans > 
Office, di saporoves, stating that no form letter can cover all ] - 
*V££* ions - SAC^"^*"^, Minneapolis Office, agrees with SAC / < 
^m^m. Ifr. ^g££*£mte&~, Internal Security Section, di sapvroves 
the suggestion, stating that these interviews and the information 
developed by then are too varied to lend themselves to standardized 
reporting. IV. ife3$&3&* Statistical Section, makes no recommendation 
because he cannot see how the suggestion would have a bearina on 
work of the Statistical Section. 



\ 



a 



o 
o 

a 
o 

C3 



\ r sjDJD:hcc 




BECORDED-n 



/*e. 



i2'A?Zi 




TimUTT 



TIT 



<?'■■■) "7 
0/ f 



3/25/55 



SA 7Ii: r ' S" None stated, although it would appear that there would 
be uneltimated savings in dictation and stenographic transcription 
There world be offsetting costs in preparing a new form. 



REC 01 1'Eld A TIP iSS : I. That the 



sit age stion not 




2. That if the sue ge stion is adopted, no financial 
award be given because the suggestion comes within the vurview 
of the sucaester ! s duties. If a financial award is considered 
it wo'- Id be based on the table for cash savings and since these 
would be small, the suagester -ciLld be entitled to a minimum 
award of jlO. Special Acent^^^f has already been thanked 
by personal letter for submitting the suggestion. 
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EMPLOYEE SUGGESTION 



%. 



March 14, 1955 



Tot Director, FBI 
Tromi SA €L_ 
SUGGESTION: 



-«-»•«■«'.»*».■« **"»».. 



^H 9 NEW YORK 



ADVANTAGE St 

SOG as veil as I'y full It^toU^ 009 '^ * V *> fl *"*^ *"«•» «* 

2. Will reduce dictation and typing time in field. 




1 / 8 /s Sugg ester 
COWISTS AEB SSGOimnHTIOS OF SUPERVISOR, SAC, OP. ASSIST* iff BISECTOR: 

HYnt th r e th U i 9 J/'tl°^ d0eS haU t ad ™ nia 9" from a streamlining stand- 
pcinz, i taint u/i2 re3T>onse3 to in+.o^y <>»* rm „nr-v,/ „-•-; , • ., 

give tke responses to interview ««e« v «% W. v «pp«.»r. J%£«£r. 
/ m and J,i0 not .vcoTmerd the suggestion be adopted! narrative 
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VTANOAMD RRM NdJm * 

Office JhAetnOi J^dum • united sta. _s government 

to : Director, P.B.I. DATE: 

from j SAC 

SUBJECT: 

Enclosed are the original and copies of the 

report or SA ___________________ dateia at ♦ 



Date of Interview: ' 

Place of Interview: ( ) Residence ( } Bureau Car ( ) Street 

( ) Other (Specify) 

interviewing Agents: 

Cooperative: ( ) Yes ( ) Ho 

Furnished Information re others: ( ) Tes ( ) No 

Will -Testify re others: { } Yes { ) Ko 

Information furnished in substantial agreement with known 
data: ( ) Yes ( ) No Reasons: 

PSI or CS potential: < ) Yes ( ) Ho 

Request authority to recontact for PSI or CS purposes: ( ) Yes 

( ) No 

FD 122 submitted { ) Yes dated ( ) No 

Remarks : 



<C 



Enol: 
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Office Memorandum • united states government ^ 

date: March 82, 1955 
U *- < 



TO f 



FIOM 



WBBjBcrycHINSSE'ALISICS Oil SECURITY INDSX 



/ 



/£-- — ~-r-"/ '""'''-.( , &. 

'"'"' ^s o/tfarc* 25. I955r*A«re are 35 atitneae aliens^* • V~ - 

the Security Index. ' \y 

Concerning these 35 clitr.s a \y 

re„U» Has teen ua*.»* ^^^J^ ^^eVl^ 9 

and Retaining ilames in J h l.^ c ^lZ^t^ J n 3-3-55. This review 
having beer, submitzea to tne m ^«^f; r ^ a „5 February 1 and 2, 
consisted of a study of (1) "^^ n ^.^ 2nd ^ reports Emitted 
2955, reviewing soundness of these cases, ana [ j y 

since 2-1-55. 

, J/ t*« Proposed Criteria are adopted, it appears that the 

J35 cases will break down as follows: 

„) *w ~~.o in jnhich. then i* mther strong 

K *' YuWifYcation for retention on security Index. 

(2) Eleven cases that are less patent tal ,but 
[ it is felt sufficient justification exists 

£ f 0r retention on Security Index. 

(3) Twertv-two cases^Jn which sufficient . 
{) ^ificaiTo^TlIb^s not exist for retention k 

on Security Index. /'a 

These cases are identified as follows: .' S 
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RSVOlflfSIlDA^IOJl 



\±I2JlL v rf the department 

i» revised stcna.n.o, -r n dP^ 
'~ .'* ^nr, the Security ±nde~. 



"nvroves tk- 

$ll be removed froa the 
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Office 2&£1720rd1ldui7l • united states government 

■f i 

TO * Mr.r"*T ? " w **--*- -" - -^ DATE: March 16 ,' 1'955 



wlom t Mr.<*:^~^r3 




-(, 



•ubject: jirTSRVIE'.-IS OF SUBJECTS OP . 
CZ^ECUHI^_IllYZ3TICrATI0:iS_r|_ 

SYNOPSIS ; 

By SAO Letter 55 dated May 17, 1914-9, and Bureau 3ulletin ^1 
dated July 21, 19^9, we Initiated a program of interviewing certain 
isubjects of security investigations. V/e currently Interview s .fo*-ots 
Inot included in the Security Index when (1) investigation Is incon- 
clusive as to a subject's sympathies or whether the subject Is or has 
been a member of a basic revolutionary organization, (2) when the 
investigation reflects -char a k tbject, formerly a member of a basic 
revolutionary organisation, discontinued such membership and lost 
sympathy with the subversive movement, and (3) when the invocti.^; 
reflects routine activities in a basic revolutionary organization 



■ — y c» w j. *^*. 4 



xiia. ormatxon Is r'cportcu thtio LIio subject has uiaconlinued his association 
and lost sympathy with the subversive group. The purposes of such 
interviews are (1) to determine a subject's sympathies and whether he 
constitutes a potential threat to the internal security of the countrv, 
(2) to determine if the subject will furnish information concerning his 
activities and activities of others known to him to have been associated 
with the subversive movement, and (3) to develop securitv Informants. 
We interview Securitv Index subjects who have not been rerorted ertr-^d 
in subversive activities since January 1, 19ii-9, and Security Index 
subjects on whom Information developed definitely indicates that their 
activities no lcncer warrant their Inclusion In the Security Index 
because of defection. 



The ani>licati on of the 

+ .... ,.. .: cl .,^ on of subjects in the Security Index 
proposed new standard j or ,..c 1^. on °/ t ^ will nozafjesz -he ;-; 
presently being considered by the D *?° rtme " T > . < ,^ DroDOSe d stzn 
instructions vi-bh regard to interviews. In a^ply in, ..- ? ^ Securit 

however, there »*" *« "ftM* new 'standard's' and we may desire to 
#W« VhH. Vri/rto V££n"*<* /™ ^Secur «v ™« 
«w riffortiny proposed eurtaiimen* «t out oolo,. 



(2) To remove a principal area 



tfcat in security ca see in which f^^^i^^^^^^^V^d' 
frcG-J^^-^ r ^.lLr^^^^^ exist^viderce^S./o^er_ iier.be r* 



n?i tf""J 



7 £.<-•-.'■= r» ~: - '' 



<? D P O ' ' 1 ■ r-'CoO'-v C J. cr C ' - - - ' / c - .,-~ — Lu.._ . ■.- , . 



£"~ "Vi tsIv. rr.erel 
fceen "ii«Bi6«rs%/ fcasic revolutionary or^;2ct;or.s. 



arca.^ I^rcTcTl'^ :.-,"-■:■'.: ^nzer^ieujea may pros so- 
joiners or sympathisers with front groups «..■- .-■ 
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(3) That hereafter the SACs be required to pass on the 



requests for authority to interview prior 



to t heir su 



s i ..) 



■ * ,= 



Bureau, 



This will have the effect of tiahtenina uo on the reunite sts. 



i Tw i l— rf fc TT-mw i t . n *J B 1mn-*~—* 



If you approve the above recommendations, an appropriate 
SAC Letter and Manual changes will be prepared. 
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DETAILS ; 

I. HISTORY AND DEVELOPMENT 0^ INTERVIEW PROGRAM 



We currently interview subjects not included in the 
Security Index when (1) investigation is inconclusive as to a 

*.%.V. 4 *s a *- I *• «-r^~.-*« -»-"U.l ~~ **• , ,1, ,% 4- V* « %% 4-'U« nnn-!«»*- 4 #« **>•»» *"» " " ^2211 2. 

member of a basic revolutionary organization, (2) whan iho 
investigation reflects that, although the subject was formerly 
a member of or affiliated with a basic revolutionary^ organiz-sion, 
he subsequently discontinued such membership or affiliation sjt.i 
lost sympathy with the subversive movement, and (3) when tl--: 
Investigation reflects that the subject enlaced in routine activitfes 
in a basic revolutionary organization several years ago but no 
current subversive activity is developed even though no specific 
information is reported that the subject has discontinued his 
association and lost sympathy with the subversive movement. 

The purposes of the interviews of this nature are to 
determine a subject's .;ynpathies when the investigation is 
inconclusive or to determine whether a subject continues to 
adhere to revolutionary doctrine thereby remaining a potential 
threat to the internal security of the country; to determine 
whether a subject will furnish information concerning his 
activities and the activities of others known to him to have been 
associated with a subversive movement, and to endeavor to develop 
among such subjects security informants. 

We Interview Security Index subjects who have not been 
reported engaged in subversive activities since January 1, 19u9, 
and Security Index subjects on whom information developed definitely 
indicates that their activities no longer warrant their inclusion 
In the Security Index because of defection, prior to removing them 
from the Security Index. 
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IV. ADEQUACY OF PRESENT INSTRUCTIONS RE INTERVIEWS CONSIDERED IN 
THE LIGHT 07 T~.C?2SZD NZW SMCuRITi II^.JT oTAI.^^Lo 

The application of the proposed new standards for the 
Inclusion of subjects in the Security Index, presently being 
considered by the Department, will not affect the basic instructions 
with regard to interviews. If the new standards are adopted, there 
will be a group of individuals presently on the Security Index who 
will not fall within the new standards and under current instructions 
we would consider them for interview prior to removing them from the 
Security Index. 
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Office ItAeffWrciTlduTn • united states government 



TO 



datbi April 1, 1955 



ROM f 



o 



iUBjBcr: SECURITY IM2ZX - 



During the past week 1 card was added to 
the Security Index and Jl cards were cancelled, a net 
decrease of JO cards. 



26,525. 



The Security Index count as of today is 



ACTION: 



None. This is for your information. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

EMPLOYEE SUGGESTION 



Date 

To: J1+— .w 11... i ;, - , . ■ — 



.->, -r> r* •-> 



From: 



oH 



„. 4 4 SAN FRANCISCO 

■Field Office or Division — 



SUGGESTION: Re SAC LETTER 55-12(A) ,^10/55, regarc^^e.ub^.^n 

DETC0.-1. J.u is 3u. JO «« ,,,,. d tha t the re cocme ndauj.cn ior re enb-i 
individuals on the a± be ^ise? ™^ r the FD-122 necessarily 

for a (particular) Brancn of the CF, etc. 

Its advantages are: 3y adding this sta tenent to the J^g'^ ~f " 
mission of a separate nencranau* and the nee ^ ^ v; ,_ £re 

typing and handing of .he iiles « e li ted categories in 

£S SaS^I'll^SaSS ™ r:nda will continue to be subbed. 

It should save at least $ 1 annually. 



NRV^t.nrfl of Snffffootrtr) 



Coffln ents and recordation of Supervisor, 4c. 0/ Assistant Director; _ . ; ; ^ 

This suggestion is worthy of "^'^u^rfTif *• 
at the present tine it rfill save ur-c " ., ^ lt i3 aanalcl 

as well'as steno G ra ? Mc, clerical a^.ey^^^, ^ r . ;: ,..,„ 

in this manner. Actually thi- mo tftrt- .„ 



of instances already by the Sapr r ran- 

cisco cp^ice. •-■ / pelfj ;Mh:.:.;vi.;o;i 
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S': Office MemorarJum . united states government 



noM t 

•UBJECT: 






JUSTICE DEPARTMENT PLANS IV EVEN* 0? 
FORMOSA!/ OPEN HOSTILITIES * * 



TW7T " 'HIIII 11! tUt I 1¥1 Ill II II II 



i/ / j r 






^ + rrc -i+txeia of Chinese national origin on the 
With regard to U.S • J***J^] t £ r ^ general in our proposed 
Security Index, ®V^V*"{^*!?4 are receiving our current attention 
Utter that these ^dividuaU a^o are r.c. * n1 . enaified in the 
and that our coverage «/ ™«* 
event ef such open aositlltie*. 




a* n -~ 7 4 The .eighth phase of the progran mentioned by the Attorney 
St I^ i n * l * 23tter concerned the draft of an announcement by the 
President alerting citizens to dangers of sabotage, etc. Ye are 
informing the Attorney General that the draft will be inserted into 
the portfolio for the Emergency Lentention Program as soon as it is 
received from Assistant Attorney General Rankin of the Department* 



3 



t/7. 






The ninth matter covered by the Attorney General concerns t. 
iwivl**enting of the Emergency Detention Frogra* in the event of a 
!*^;w 1++--Y o- ^shimton, D. C. 7e are suggesting that the 
Attornlu General 'issue a^enaed instructions to cover the modification 
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t^^V^- p r „„;.:.,-. ,; n the eyerjt: 0/ Jiiroria^ as-cac* 0.1 *ao«*ifl«/-ou, -^i-., 
i^n'o'oo'anii/iico^iofi 0/ aut^r^c-ticm carrot 6e re **^** {™* "It , 
Reside**, tfe» attorney General or.zae first five officials m *•- _ 
chain 0/ Lt>.or;^ J* t.^ ^^rt-^r.t 0/ Justice because of the su.?.— 
nature of the attack and its possible results. 
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Office Memorandum 



TO i 



FROM. t 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATB: 4/5/55 



1/ 



SUBJECT 



SUGGESTION EUl.EEE 
SAh FRAKCI3C0 OFFICE 



SUG^E^TICE- That in deleting Security I rdex-.subjects from 
CG"3AB as'"required by current Bureau instructions ana retaining 
trem on DETCO: r , the reason for the retention be adde* at the 
bottom of Form FE-122 (copy attached) rather than by ^Parate 
memorandum in addition to Form FD-132 which must be submitted 
in all cases. 



V 



The suggestion comes id i thin the vurview of 
suggester's duties. His supervisor is SAC 
San Francisco, 



he 



r - " ' - w 






71 r-i /^ n 



5£ rr* ri-I^r^Sno rand um of "justification for this tabbing 
is also submitted, 

ADVA ? T* n -ES ST i TED : Eliminate the separate memorandum and 
the" dictation, typing, filinq, et cetera, which it entailed. 

DISADVANTAGES ST ATED: Eo ne . 

SAVIEGS:' Unestimated savings from eliminating the^ preparation 



and' handling of .one memorandum on each DETCOE subject. 



O BSERVATION S: SAC . Cincinnati, 

and SAC lew Orleans, all re comment 

this suggestion, stating that the program 
Security Index to eliminate COESAB tabbin 
important subjects on DETCP" tabbing will 
Also, the memoranda justifying the se tabl 
a better picture of the action taken and 
and relatively inexpensive to prepare. A 
advises that the Domestic Intelligence Di 
to the procedure suggested by San Francis 
should not bp cdociei because a Security 
initiated in zr.e field in -he near future 
eliminate any necessity for such a Droced 



Einr.ec.pol i s, 

idoPtio n c f 



ill- ^ ^ ' j- ■ • ■ J - : 



That "th rr ~su cce s ti on 



no 



HC 

ed a ca ins 

of revising the 
g and retaining 

soon be completed* 
ing s will ore sent 
they arc short - 
ssistant Director 
vision has no objection 
co but the suggestion 
Index review will be 

a nd th is re vie w w i 1 I 
nre as sugge sted/h are . 

. . , r/W * 
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Office Memorandum • united states government j 

to i Mr. date: March 30, 1955 






I 



ROM » Jvjp 



•UBjEcr:'5£ CU T>i?y JUDEX ( ~ * --" L , 
SUGGESTION NUMBER 



• t 



The attached suggestion from the San Francisco Office 
refers to SAC Letter 55-12 regarding new standards for the tabbing 
ofNtecurity Index cards' for priority apprehension. It contains 
the recommendation that reasons for retention of "Detcon" tabbing 
be addeoKto the bottom of Form FD-122 in those cases where such 
a form is^ necessarily submitted to indicate the deletion of 
"Comsab" tabbing which was discontinued by above-mentioned SAC 
Letter. San Francisco points out that in most cases the reasons 
for Detcom tabbing are clear and unmistakable and require only 
a brief statement, 

San Francisco points out that by adding the statement 
to Form FD-122 the submission of a separate memorandum would be 
eliminated 3 thereby saving stenographic, clerical and agent ti™.*** 

New standards for inclusion of subjects in the Security 
Index are presently under study and in the immediate future the 
field will" be required to review each Security Index case to 
determine whether the subject should remain on the Security Index. 
It is contemplated that the review memoranda will also contain a 
recommendation with regard to priority tabbing and appropriate 
instructions regarding this will be issued when tne Security Index 
review is initiated. 

While there appears to be no objection to the 
procedure suggested by San Francisco, the initiation of the 
Security Index review will eliminate the necessity thereof. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

In view of the above it is suggested that this 
memorandum be routed to the Training and Inspection Division to 
indicate that the Internal Security Section recommends against 
the adoption of the above suggestion. 
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. Vjfice Memora-lum . u OTTED mi ^ ^"£-*«C 

uxviiiiD STAI_, GOVERNMENT 
10 • OT DIRECTOR 

DATlt 



WBJ»cr: Je® rJW DEPARTIW PLAIT* r„ 

Or FORMOSA* OPKNun^riJJLJ 7 ^ 



OPEN HOSTILITIES 



■ H/t|/^ ^ CL,) 



Vl^RBCC^DeO 



The Director pointed out that 5 of these 76 students are 
axong the 35 Chinese aliene on the Security Index* We mill check to 
be sure that State Department aHd Defense Department have received 
information on these 5 individuals • t y 

So (B) CmXESZ ON SECURITY INDEZ O 

. . .. advised that he and the Internal Security Division 
of the Department had made a study of the 35 Chinese aliens on the 
Security Index, on whom warrants have been issued, and he has oonoluded 
that the warrants signed, by Deputy Attorney General Rogers and presently 
outstanding are not applicable except as to those individuals presently 
considered deportable by IJfS. 

said that the Internal Security Division is going 
over these 35 cases carefully to consider the amount of evidence that 
is available. 



***• "H't-ra 



«..*« +/ * i 



ector poinxed out that the Internal Security Division 



had gone over the oases before the warrants were drawn up Q 

said that this was done on a "crash" basis .and, the Department is 

again going over the cases. The Attorney 'General .stated -that the 

warrants should not be cancelled, pending the review of the casern 

by the Internal Security Division of the Depar'^£en^t, and should an 

e**3rjenoy happen tomorrow, me would make the arresis of these 35 

persons. 

Deputy Attorney General requested the Internal Security 

Division of the Department to consider any other applicable statutes 
or methods whereby these 35 subjects could be detained in a limited 
emergency. 

We are reviewing these 35 cases in light of the proposed 

J revised standards, and if you agree we will point out to the Depart- 
ment those yho weuld *not be held under the r evi sed standards* 
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UNRECORDED 



^/l/tf ibull.) 
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3 ' ft>) VOB-CSUTESS OS TVr w ,„ rw , 

to comuNisT cmsl ™ ITT IllI)EJ vw ™s stupatzztic 

»"-ns.jy our coverage* 
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»% IMPLEMENTATION OF NEW SECURI TT INDEX EMERGENCY DETENTION PROGRAL 
4 l6. This was discussed in sowie detail. Tha Direotor strongly 

recommended that revised Soouri ty Index standards be adopted, even 
perhaps stronger than those which the Bureau had suggested, in view 
of the foot that the Department questions whether the 35 Chinese aliens 
on the Seourity Index can be arrested on deportation warrants. The 



TB~T 



H/t/s 






*l-tmria. should 6« 8tr*n5"tfl«n*<J. 

Ifc e 4ttom.v ^'^f , < !!!*: U f,* S ' 1 th a recordation, 
c; 



ttorn.V <?«n«ral o?r«.<l **«* **• •«*•' 



standard 



to 6e SlIo»-d to depart *h. country. 
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3o Fe are checking immediately the oases of the 35 alien 
Chinese on the Security Index under the new criteria, and will 
furniah you a Memorandum reflecting those who loill cove off the 
index and those who will stay en, en a cas* basis* 

•We are also cheeking the 67 Chinese citizens on the 
Security Index and will give you the figures ae to these who will 
oo*e off and those mho will stay on* This aeviorcnduiz will also 
reflect whether we furnished reports in the 35 cases to 
and • 
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Office rAemorafiadtn • united states government 



TO 



DATE: April 11, 1951 



ROM 



iubject: CI9CPITY XIIjjZ* 
Bufile 



SYNOPSIS: 



has indi 
forwarde 
Attorney 
made in 
out in t 
Attorney 
Emergenc 
substitu 
and publ 
the phra 



By mem 
cated hi 
d to the 

General 
the crit 
h e Pre s i 

General 
y Detent 
tion in 
ic safet 
se "the 



orandum of April 11, 1955, the Attorney General 
s approval of revised Security Index criteria 
Department by our letter of 'Cz-- 1 -. 9, 1955. The 
has advised that one minor amer.iment ehc:^ld 'ze 
eria to make the language conform to that set 
dential Proclamation, as contained in the 
: 3 Portfolio uhich cets out the planning for the 
ion Procram. The above amendment involves the 



> r» e *rit 
General 's instru 



paragraph 1(d) of the phrase "the national defense 
y of the United States in time of emergency" for 
+.h.*> r- nuTL-h-rii in time of emer cency . " 
znce with the Attorney 



security of 



country 



s oeen 
ctions 






With the final approval by the Department of the new 
criteria, :ce propose to reinstitute the Security Index reviev: 
project in the field. Attached is a proposed SAC letter in which 
we are instructing the field to reinstitute the review immediately 
and to analyze each Security Index case critically in light of 
the new criteria which are set out under a separate 'leading in 
the proposed SAC letter. 



With the review project we are also resuming the 
screening of the cases for jori or ij y a p pr -\ : ens ion (DCTCOl') under 
the revised Detcom criteria set out in SAC Letter 55-12 ("a) of 
February 10 , 1955. The -.nalysis regarding Detcom tabbing is 
geared directly to the review project, with the result that at 
the completion of the review the Security Index will be in a 
completely current status. ' ■ 



Enclosure 



mr 



iO y~l 



In view of the scope of the review, involving over 
26,000 cases, and the fact that it is a two-fold project 

involving application of the revised Security Index and Detcom 
i criteria, we have spelled out the mechanics of handling to make 
absolutely certain that the procedures are thoroughly understood 
by the field. 

RECOISL'ENDA TION : 

' If you approve, the attached proposed SAC letter will 

be sent to the field to reinstitute the Security Index review 
project under the revised criteria. If you approve, this SAC 
letter will be transmitted to the field without delay, separately 
if necessary, in order that the review may be commenced at the 
earliest possible moment in the field. Manual chances are being 
prepared. 
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Office MemoraiuMm • united states government 



\ TO 

\ 



DATB: April 11 j 195? 






FROM » 



fXXBJBCT 









juvfiCF Dz.°Ar:r.'zrr: pla:is r.v the event of fqujosan 

0J&V HOSTILITIES 



The fourth conference dealing with the above 
ubiect matter ivas held in the Attorney General s Ojfice 
tloYoO a.*., Anril 11, 1955. In addition to the Attorney 
eneral and the Director the following were present: 



From Immigration and Naturalization 

1 o *•»•• "• "* p * _— — 



F rom lev.- \~. t 'len- 



FfQjn FBI: 



^ 



i 



1. Lead Baas for cne \e-jisei Criteria 
for t he^_SjSAL r -Ll^ ~H (i ~- x - 



advised that the ^e 

.zone over zhe crits-ir. -nd fcnnd chat 

Ipresidentiil Proclr.naiicn 'hich would ^ 

\euent of an emergency. 3aI • l c ' u 

'revised criteria is noz worded tractly 

Presidential Proclamation relative zo 

security of the courier, in lime cf ene 

mini it ***** the sane thing. he ^ir 

no objection to ha»inr the 'cording cm 

in the presidential Proclamation. 
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At C o r n e y 'j e n e r a 1 ' ? «? i "~ - - - - — ^ 1 - ~ ' * 

aad incorporocin^ 't/if 3 ' change^- in' wo rdU^ 

(ihis change in wording will have nojlffecz orl 
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The Attorney General asked 

7 £itt~^:\ g0 l"^ ^ liS ° °<" Prominent versos — 
uepartteni naa been ~eviswinc zn --, .----7., ~ '"* 

on the Index. To* Dk i, 3 aaid * che }— ^ Y^Vtu'tt* 

iwould < J0 ouer the li 3 t of those whi^h ^ nlnr. I 

passed on and will furnish t-l ^,lln, • DeiDa ^ t - e ^ " 

f-^filnri,,* rn • ja..in>n z,. e dureau wizh nenn-n n r;^ .-, 

j..ae. „.ie revised j-Us^o and -;Hll -.*,,.,_- ,*, -.; 
o^r findings. .Vo-eyer, se joi 2i 77' 7 f f?7 - ? ~r- •;". 
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STANDARDS USED FOR INCLUDING NAMES 
IN T3E SECURITY INDEX 



On the following pages are listed the old 
atandards used in determining whether a subject a 
name should be Included in the Security Index. The 
\net effect of the revised standards is to place o cut 
| off date prior to which the subversive activities 
*of an individual will not qualify hirn for the 
Security Index unless those activities are of sucn 
a pronounced nature as to clearly and unmistakably 
depict the subject as a dangerous inaivi-ual o,.o 
could be expected to commit acts inimical to the 
aecurity of the country in tine of an emergency. 



T « zdiditicr* the revised stcr.dzrds 
in effect 71 qTiVe~ evidence which, would cause a 
hearing board to hold a subject whereas sone 
of the old standards resolved a case m favor 
of security* 
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(A) 



11 in tne Security 

Any individual known *~ u 

activity. ta0Wn t0 * -watl, en e a, 6d ln MBlnn _ 

behalf «?%£'£& ™? bt % lMd f « ^u7 "^t^ 
activity has been of<W x* Oove ™«»nt or w^rP.^ ° n 
the nlted State3 n ^; e 3 ^ t -bse, U9nt soope^tCtith 

Any individual who v,„ 

Wilted States — e^l^ a £ al nst the intere 3 ts rt * ?£ 

Any individual who hs, k= 

espionage, counterplot*" «"*? at any „», ln the 

Cld r rS3 ° f &n ? tasic revolut?n V ° 3ervice °«" 

oov er .n, a n t ^ f r t t h e b ^^L^ eq s ^\^^ 3 c -p-a h :i ^ o e n 3 ^ t \ a t c » vlty 
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(E) Membership in basic revolutionary organization — 

(I) Any individual who is known to have been a member 
of one of the basic revolutionary organizations 
after January 1, 19i|-9» and who is not known to have 
defected therefrom Or his activities have not been 
offset by cooperation with the United States 
Government. 

(II) Any individual who is known to have been a member 
of a basic revolutionary organization prior to 
January 1, 19W, who is not known to have defected 
therefrom or his activities have not been offset by 
cooperation with the United States Government and: 



(A 
(B 
(C 

(D 

(E 

(P 

(G 
(H 

(I 

(J 



Has hadyears of training and experience in 
the organization. 

Has been responsible for actual execution of 
the organization's orders. 

Has received special training in the organization 
or has had training in the Lenin School or Far 
Eastern Institute in Moscow. 

Has occupied one or more positions of leadership 
in the organization. 

Has at any tins been involved in the ?.ed Army 
Intelligence, the MVD, or KGB, or intelligence 
service of any foreign country. 

Has been used as a courier or mail drop by the 
revolutionary organization. 

Has served in the armed forces of any country. 

Served in the Loyalist forces in Spain during 
the Spanish Civil War. 

Served with the Office of Strategic Services 
during World War II. 

Is employed by a municipal or stnte government 
or the Federal Government. 
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(K) 



(L) 



(N) 



(0) 



J« s^gi-o^.gssr 1 havlns **«»*"!.; 

could logically be uMH^h \ e^Pment which 
groups i£ an aLed uJrtSj^. r6V ° 1Utionai ^ 

Has had experience as a ticket r^f«^ 
arm man or has otherwise aet?«L' strong- 
in violent strikes v « I '' P artl cipated 

unices, rxots or demonstrations. 

lab^Cn/ 3 ^ °*W* or official of a 

(?) o?%*L\ d L° Sitions which deterged the destiny 
o- ---..„ w lueias organizations. — ^.j 

O) Membership in front organizations or.:- 

Any individual who -f « ™* , 

one or the basif revolution* ™ ° h&V9 held raem bershio in 
continued to adhere to the ^ f Sanl " tlon « but w *° has 
revolutionary rrouc- »,.h«« P J°i ea and d ^t-rines of 
hostilities [j5nH< lo'S) T t0 .? hS «'^eak of 3Cor»-n 
affairs of one or more front orrani-nM^ a f- vit V In the 
capacity or by active partlclMtiSi °? S £ n a le Adership 

the a ln3 and purposes of the front^r£ari:a t io n ': eJ ' anC9 ° f 
(G) Espousing the line 

Any individual who has not- k„ j ,_ 

• member of or ^cclltTu ltb Jttl^^ t0 have b °°* 
organization or front organization t V v" 10 Evolutional 
to adhere to the Dollclef md , Ut " h ° has continued ' 

groups since the outbreak o^ Ko° ctrl " es ° f revolutionary 
1950^ by espousing th.'S^^'S o^S.^.?™ ?5 ' 
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BrtOL. Jo /*?#. y/rs" 

(H) Independent adherence to revolutionary ideoloey 

Any Individual who has not been determined to have at any 
«L been a member of or to have associated with any basic 
revolutionary or front organization but has b, ^at^ent o. 
action declared his continued adherence to and support of 
?he revolutionary ileolory of a foreign povorr.mant or foreign 
political party as onposed to the best interests of the 
Snlted Itates Government, or any Individual who. because of 
anarchist or revolutionary beliefs, la likely to =eize 
upon the opportunity presented by a national emergency to 
endanger the aublic safety and welfare. 
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"SAC LE1TLK MO. ^- JO 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



April 12, 1955 Washington «. d.c. 



£ 



RE: S ECURIT Y INDEX. 



^ f 



A. Review Project 

As I pointed out- in SAC Letter 55-8 of February 2, 1955, 
the Attorney General has advised me that he does not have the funds 
or manpower to review the Security Index cases This means, of 
course, that the" responsibility for the soundness of these cases 
rests entirely upon the FBI, placing us in the unoestrablc Position 
of bein- both the investigator and prosecutor with respect to t..es t 
subject, most of whom' art United States citizens. We must take 
every means at our disposal to insure that these ?«?% " e ^ects " 
sound and that it is established beyond question that the subjects 
are potentially dangerous, 

Th* ^npral review of all Security Index cases in the field 

is being relnstltuted, enecuve <*u uu^c *"*-> *"_t^. " ;*7i: 

of the review initiated by the above -SAC Letter. ±t is « c^c 
restudy of each and every Security Index case in the light of newly- 
adopted criteria, set forth hereinafter. Be guided by these in- , 
structions: 

1. Analyze thoroughly each Security Index case in your office 
in light of the new criteria, below. 

.2. Following analysis of each case, send a memorandum to the , 
Bureau containing the following items and utilizing jthe fol- y 
lowing headings: 

(a.) Under the heading "Reference," refejjQSftpRiif'tlfi^Bly 
to this communication. 

(b.) Under the heading "Succinct Resume erf' Case," set out 
a clear concise picture of subject's activities. You must 
not -attempt to incorporate by reference any data set out 
TrTa previous memorandum submitted in response to oAC Letter 
55-8. above. The memoranda required herein must be entirely 
complete in themselves, I will not tolerate general state- 
ments or mere conclusions regarding the facts in these cases. 

(c«) Under the heading "Recommendation," set out your 
recommendation in each case to either Retain in security 
Index" or "Remove from Security Index." Each recommendation 
must state specifically the basis for retaining subject 
' * in or removing subject from the Security Index, lae 

specific activities bringing the subject within the revised 

™ir ' tit w ii ii ii iiiumr 
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criteria and the fact that the information comes from 
reliable informants or sources must be shown, 

(d.) Under the heading "Detcom Tabbing," set out these data:" 

(1) Present tabbing of subject, 

(2) Whether -or not subject has been approved for 
Detcom tabbing under the new criteria in SAC 
Letter 55-12 (A) of February 10, 1955, noting 
specifically whether or not Security Index 
cards have been received from the Bureau bearing 
the stamp "DETCOM" in large red letters. 

(3) If not previously approved under the new 
criteria, set out your recommendation as to 
Detcom tabbing together with the specific basis 
for such recommendation. 

Follow the procedure outlined in SAC Letter 55-12 (A), 
above, with regard to removal of Detcom and/or Comsab tabbings 
and designations for Detcom under the new standards. 

3. Each SAC is being held personally responsible for each 
recommendation submitted. Each SAC muse personally approve 
the recommendation submitted by his office with regard to 
Security Index status of each subject, excepting the larger 
offices under the conditions noted specifically in SAC Letter 
55-8, above. 

4. Submit an airtel captioned "Security Iniex Review" each 
•Friday, beginning' April 22, 1955, setting out (l) total 

number of cases to be reviewed, (2) number of cases in which 
data required herein have been forwarded to Bureau and (3) of 
the latter number, how many contain recommendations to 
remove subjects from the Security Index. 

5. The reviews must be completed within 60 days from receipt 
of this communication by all offices with less than 1000 
Securicy Index cases ana within 90 days by the remaining 
offices excepting New York, which must complete the project 
within six months. All offices must start the review 
immediately. 

4/12/55 
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6. I want you to discuss this matter fully with both Agent 
and Supervisory personnel and point out to them the vital 
necessity of studying the Security Index cases critically 
and objectively* Application of the new criteria to your 
cases will undoubtedly result 'in substantial reduction in 
the Security Index throughout the field. 

If Under the Security Index review project, each case must 
be analyzed as it stands. Do not request authority to inter- 
view or any. other action of the Bureau in the memoranda 
submitted in the review project. Interviews already authorized 
Should be conducted and the results considered under the 
review project, but they must not delay submission of 
recommendations regarding Security Index status by the dead- 
line date., 

B. Security Index Criteria 



Effective at once, the addition to and retention of names 
in tne oeour-ilv Index shall be governed by the following criteria: 



j — . *- 1 



1« No name shall be added to or retained in the Security 
Index unless one or more of the following situations has 
been established through investigation: 

(a.) Subject has had membership or participation in the 
activities of a basic revolutionary organization within 
" the last 5 years as shown by overt acts or statements 
established through reliable sources, informants, or 
individuals. 

(b.) Subject has had membership or participation in 
the affairs of one or more front organizations, which 
adhere to the policies and doctrines of a revolutionary 
group, in a leadership capacity or by active substantial 
participation in the furtherance of the aims or purposes 
of the front organization within th e last 3 years as shown 
by overt acts or statements establTshed through reliable 
sources, informants, or individuals. 

(c.) Investigation has developed information that an 
individual, though not a member or a participant in the 
activities of a subversive organization, has anarchist 
or revolutionary beliefs and is likely to seize upon 
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(d.) Although investigation has failed to establish overt 
acts or statements on the part of a subject within the 
time limits set out above, facts have been developed which 
clearly and unmistakably depict the subject as a dangerous 
individual who could be expected to commit acts inimical 
to the national defense and public safety of the United 
States In time of emergency. 

2. In evaluating interviews insofar as Security Index status 
is concerned you should be guided as follows: 

(a.) Whenever a subject of a security investigation by 
a positive statement to interviewing Agents clearly 
™ d * c ^ eS a continued adherence to the doctrines, aims 
or purposes cf a revolutionary organization or a front 
organization, the positive statement shall be ccnsiderpd 
an overt act on the part of the subject in establishing 
continued adherence, 

(b.) Other than as indicated above, interviews with 
Security Index subjects or potential Security Index 
subjects are not to be considered as factors r^auirine 
the placing or retaining of names cf persons on "the 
Security Index; for example, lack of cooperation or 
partial cooperation are not to be regarded as such 
factors. 



, nfflrF - ? lt ? u r f g ? rd t0 the new criteria, I want to make it exceed- 

iSfJL? r^ at ltem l > (d) > above > must be given strict inter- 
pretation. It is not to be construed as a "catchall" for cases not 
otherwise meeting Security Index standards, and there must be over- 
n^iiJJ 6 ? videnc f to support any Security Index case, predicated 
upon the terms oi item 1. (d). Further, during the Security Index 
lltl^-i and0n a continuing basis thereafter any recommendation for 
retention in or addition to the Security Index based upon item 1. 

SfJ e rwffh?n e ^S eClfl ? a , lly th06G factors which ^ins the individual 
cases within its provisions. 

Very truly yours, 
VI 2/5 5 
SAC LETTER NO. 55-30 John E d 8 ar Hoover 
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Office . ftAemorandtiffl • united states government 

TO i DATB: 4/13/55 



/ 



FROM » 



Executives 



Conference 



fUBJECT: 



REVIEW OF CASE FILES ON \ / 

SECURITY INDEX SUBJECTS DURING INSPECTIONS p* 



On 4/13/55 the Conference , competed of '■';;:r , J. Toli--y 
Nichols, Boardman, Tcmm, Parsons, Sizoo, Hennrich, Jinterrowd, 
Holloman and Harbo, considered whether ank change should be mad? 
in existing policies with reference to the\review of case files 
on Security Index subjects during field office inspections » The 
existing rule provides that all vending case files shall be 
reviewed and that a spot check will be made of the clocez /;.''?:. 

The Conference was unanimously of the opinion that 
the present procedure should be continued with/the exception that 
in the current inspection of the New 'York Office no case files 
Security Index subjects will be reviewed due to the fact that 
the field is presently under instructions to review all Security 

TmWa* *\rioo P-i 7 o ri -p ri otihrn-i-r rt tnc-m QT*rt H d Li T r f C H "! t' - ''' ' 1 n rPtPH tl. /In 

On ur FziUQUux fruui the liSb* j. > li/ilo £ 3 t i /7i£* t c u. */**< 

Security Index case files in New York are in pending 

would be 



on 



or nn 
**t «_■> Kj y-> 
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the review of these by the Inspection Staff 
duplication of what the field office will b 
immediate future* 



status and 
an unnecessary 
e doing in the 



t 



.^^j 






or 



Office Memorandum • united states government 

DATE: 4/15/55 



TO 



prom » 



A 



o 

fUBjEcr: SJCURIJLJJWEZ^ 



During the Dast week 9 cards were added to 
the Security Index and 133 cards were cancelled, a 
net decrease of 124 cards. 



26,320. 
ACTION: 



The Security Index count as of today is 



None. This is for your information. 



Bu.tile 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

TO i THE DIRECTOR DATBs ^ r/i ^ J ^ '* 



FROM « 

/ 

iUBjBcrV < aECC2ir7 I^rr — " _ ■ ^ - ^ / 

Tfte following' is a report on the status of the 
\security Index since the last count was furnished to you 
\on March 11, 1955* 

New Cards Cards Net 

Week f Added Cancelled Change 

March 12-18 U Z * n/L 

March 19-25 ** 90 - 7* 

March 26-April 1 1 ii ~ i, 

w 2 - 8 -#■ —8r -^y 

During the above-mentioned period there was a 
net decrease in the Security Index of l8l cards. 

For your information, during the preceding 
four-week period 83 cards were added and 162 cards were 
cancelled, a net decrease of 79 cards. 

I The Security Index count as of today in 26,444. 
ACTION: 

This is for your information. 
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FD-252 

(12-U-54) '^ FEDEBAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

.-• UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JoSIIC 



Date: April 13, 1955 
To: Director, FBI 

p rom: SA Division of assignment: WPO 

SUGGESTION: That the SI card maintained, in each fieia i^. vision show 
the make,* model, type and year and current license tag of the 
> **^automobile used by or registered to the SI subject. 



Current practica cr rule (include manual citation as veil as f sr-) : 

SI cards require that subject's photograph, physica-. description, 
current address and employment be listed on the card to asa^st 



-? ^ 4-V>^ nnnv^.ianci.-.vi <~\v* c irr) -7 z± ^_ J_ j_ £jn ^ ? 01 SI 1 ."' '■ '' C 



Advantages 01 suggestion: 
See attached pa^e. 



Disadvantages of surjesticn: Lone 






The use by the United States of my suggestion shall not form the basis of a further clo^/yf any nature }y 
me, my heirs, or assigns upon the United Stales. 

- J/, '<? —rS ' mX • • • !____.< Mrs. 

' g^vo-JL^ s^^r *~<-7-*~* -— -^ r-_jMiss 

Recommendations and comments of Division Head: 
•>(0 V/ f^ee recor:n.?nrintion and cor-untJ on nc:'i page) 



I < > I 



Of equal importance In a"^" 8 "??^ "X> P Sect 
i. knowing theVcense number of the^autonob ile that^suo jec t 

SJrflh. photograph Is old or of £« *^ «£ t f ^ a " subJ ect.s 
individual reselling ^L^^^f^^automobile registered 
home or place of £?;"£""* ^ a t assistance to the Agent in 
^nis'aeferfat-ion 2 t/he-r this individual „ ^ 

residence Inlatf eveninfthif^r oe see indication that 
he might be at home. 

* a.* .» « Q^^-nn-u-prl it is recommended 
If this recommendation £ £P£™ d l/Uicate the make, 

that Form FD -^ll^T^ilof "he automobile used by or 
year, model and license numoe t J- =tion can bo checlcea 

registered to the suoject. Inis iniorr.a „x.n can ^ 



registered to tne st»3 n1 „.„«,. ♦..„*» 

gc "-r «v,v>M n^ once v:nen nev: iicen__ j--o 
wh^'siSject^o^lu^iont and residence are 



j .p -• - j 



It is further suggested that if ^proved, this 
information be placed o",^ Seograpnioax |x^cara I ^ 

contemplated that a special pr oje o t ^ ^ st ^ ^ next six 
m ^lhf v^ication^f'suoject^ Residence Ld employment on 
Form FD-15U- 



Recommendations and comments of Division Head: 

« + n hmif rnnsiderable merit, 
This suggestion appears to J^™ °°™f „, the 

in that information concern ^ ^ u l^l e J h 7luful in assisting 
particular subject's f^.^^l^l^aUicilarly true if 
the apprehending agent. ™« «»^«4« £ flt the tine of the 
subject was not located at h **"-.-« £ t the 0W , B7lt 0/ time 
apprehension. It appears £»«£' ™f fn/orlB(rt io/» initially 
and investigation reg^red *<> J c °™ "rchose 0/ new car, 
«„* to *eep it curreni ; such as ^^chio^J it3 usefulness, 
change of license plates, e»c, gre±<,-j 
Xt £ recommended it not be adopted. 
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Special Agent in Charge 



Suggei d new form q.-v-pp 
VERIFICATION OP INFORMATION ON SECURITY INDEX CARD 

MEMORANDUM 

v Re: This Office File •' 

• ^ most r-ent place of employment, employment 
The following ^ the most r^P^^ informacion oi aa- --- -— 

£*X. ^^as^tained on the suo.e^s security -^ ^- • _ 

lauployment: 
Address: 

tz w— «. - — « » b) - ot (&ciud - iyp " * ,k " •* 1, 

Automobile Regis^eie" r ,„ ra hPT'1 
year and current license number) 

Employment: 

Address: 

Verified By: 

Method of Verification: " . 

Date: ..--■----""""'""""'""*"" 

Residence: 

Verified By: 

Method of Verification: ^ , 

Date: - 

Aut omohileuse d by or registered to .subject: 

Verified By: • • 

Method" of Verification: - ,.,,1^ be revised if any 

«* ,„dex card on this subject should be revi 
The security index caro. ^ ^ 

changes are noted above. 
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Office Memorandum • united sta >vernment 

DATB: April Ik* 1°>*- 



TO 



ROM 



fUBJBCT: 






y 



SAC Letter 55-30 of ^-12-55 forwarded revised 



in 



Security Index criteria to the field and reinstituted the 
Security Index review project. t 

The revised criteria are more stringent than those 
previously in effect, introducing specific time limits insofar 
as overt subversive acts are concerned. The application of the 
revised criteria -.,111 undoubtedly result in the removal of great 
numbers of subjects from the Security index. In many cases the 
subjects will be removed from the security Index even though there 
is no indication :f defection on their part, if, for example, ^ there 
are no overt acts within the prescribed limits. The possibility 
exists, of course, that some of the reruns in this category are 

I "sleepers," who have deliberately withdrawn from subversive 
tivitics. They remain potential threats and in cas 

% ou u emer g e. -cy * v i * * ■ + ■ " ■ ■ er- v ! 
permit restudy of their cases. 



of an al 1- 



It has been suggested that procedure be devised whereby 
the field may keep traci;~of these subjects. Two possible methods 
may be considered: (1) By permitting the field to retain under 
appropriate security the canceliec 
subjects remov-ec purely on the 
criteria or (^) forwarcing to the field the respective Security 
Index lists for each office as of March 15, 1955 (such a list is 
available), allowing for recourse at any time in the future to the 
list for reference purposes. 



Security Index cards of these 

basis of aoolication of the new 



/"YD " 1 T~~ T r ■*, rp T ' • ■"• ' • 
Uj^OXuTi v A 1 1 ^ X it-) : 

II feel that the procedure of re 
cards in the fieia is preferable. It wou 
to these cares in the event of an extreme 
borne in mind that such procedure would b 
for maintenance in one place of (1) the c 
the Security Index review and (2) the car 
continuing basis when the field examines 
with pcricaic reports. In the latter ins 
be made when the time limits are observed 

F.nrl n.c.iive 



/ 

taining the cancelled 

id permit ready recourse 

emergency. It should be 
e two-fold in providing 
arcs cancelled during 
ds cancelled on a 
these cases in connection 
tances, cancellations will 
to have expired. 
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As noted above, a Security Index list, by office, 
could be furnished the field. For reasons of security it would 
require filing, rendering it rccre inaccessible. Further, the 
list would include caze: removed from the leourity Index because 
of death, permanent aeparture from the country, or development 
as sources* or informants. Use of the list for future reference 
would involve screening out such 'cases. Cancelled cards of 
subjects in these categories would be destroyed. 



RECOMMENDATION ; 

If you approve, there is attached a proposed SAC Letter 
instructing the field to retain the cancelled cards of. those 
former Security Index subjects who have given no actual indication 
of defection, in line with the foregoing. Manual cnanges are being 
prepared. 



EXECUTIVES* CONFERENCE RECOMMENDATION: 



April 18, 1955 



The Executives 1 Conference , consisting of Messrs* 

for 

and t on April 18, 1955, unanimously recommended 

Irpproval of the attached SAC Letter. 
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HIT 



J * \ r, f ^ s* 



(I) COMMUNIST PARTY, USA - UNDERGROUND OPERATIONS - INTERNAL 
SECURITY - C — Volume of mail sent to New York City Office under 
/above caption increased considerably in recent months. Analysis 
/ snows many offices ask: New Ysrk to investigate missing Security Index 
subjects without logical reason zo believe" these subjects are -in 
New York area. Discontinue illogi-cal requests of New York; care- 
fully analyze and prepare all others. 

To reduce administrative complexity for investigations of 
National apparatus of Communist underground, instructions in SAC 
Letter 16, February 13, 1951, that New York be given pertinent back- 
ground information on missing subjects are rescinded. 

Bureau reiterates instructions that mail with caption 

--, a relate 

specifically to that topic; do not use as a "catchall." Take 
appropriate measures to comply; Bureau following closely. 

Very truly yours, 



Director 



Attachments for (E) & (H) 
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^MAAftO fO** MO. I 



Office UcmoravJAm • united gtau* govern men , 

DATE: H/^y/ s^ 

xo Director, FBI 

FtoM :' 'SAG, San Juar. 

SUBJECT: f - SECURITY IOTEX _ _ 

/-» incc ond S5-12 dated 
' Re SAC Utters 55-3 dated February 2, 19?5, .5 

. February 10, 1955- ^ -eourity 

PD-122-s recomendins deletion of C^^flu^ects in 
index subjects have bsen suomitved on an 
the San Juan Division. 
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